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LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Lt. 
HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER, 





Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 





This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
MORTGAGE and DEBENTURE INSURANCE. 

The ‘‘ CLIMAX ”’ POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 





Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R,. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


PHCENIX ASSURANCE ©CO., Ltd. 


PHCENIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, LOMBARD STREET, and 57, CHARING CROSS, LONDON. 

Lowest Current Rates. 

Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 

Assured free of all Liability. 

Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 

IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenantsinclude a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates, 
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ESTABLISHED 4836. 





FUNDS - = = = = £ 4,400,000 
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THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wirnovr Prorits. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
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Current Topics. 
The Vacation Judge. 

Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence sat for the first time as Vacation 
Judge on Wednesday last. The list was a light one, there 
being seventeen motions in the paper. The learned judge sat 
in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, and had disposed of the cases 
to be heard in open court by half-past twelve. 


The Flight of the Judges. 

Two supczs of the Chancery Division shewed their con- 
scientious devotion to duty by sitting on Saturday last, but with 
these exceptions the members of the High Court and the Court 
of Appeal added that day to the Long Vacation. The Lord 
Chancellor signalized the day by delivering a speech at the 
Westminster Hall banquet in a foreign tongue. Though very 
short, the address was couched in idiomatic French, and, accord- 
ing to the Paris Figaro, the accent was very pure. There really 
seems to be no limit either to the courage or to the capacity 
of this wonderful old man. 


Land Registry Touting. 

From THE communications which have reached us there seems 
to be no doubt that the Land Registry have copied the tactics 
adopted by the baby providers when a birth is announced in the 
Times. No sooner is a man entered on the register with a 
possessory title than he receives a circular from the registrar, 
surmounted with the Royal Arms, stating that the object of the 
register is “to render title to land more secure, and future 
dealings simpler, quicker, and cheaper than they are at present” ; 
drawing particular attention to the facilities afforded for obtain- 
ing absolute titles on purchases, and adding that ‘‘if an abso- 
lute title is applied for shortly after a purchase, the additional 
expense involved is so slight as to be practically imperceptible— 
provided the application is made or determined on before the 
accounts and other necessary business connected with the pur- 
chase have been closed.” The circular also calls attention to the 
merits of the other article which the registry have for sale— 
namely, a “ good leasehold title, the effect of which—assumi: 
the lease to be valid—is the same as that of an absolute title.” 


This circular is accompanied with ‘‘a short statement of the 





Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


objects and practical working of the system of registration of 
title,” extending over ten folio pages, and also headed with 
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the Royal Arms, which, we observe, states that ‘when a 
title has passed through the process of investigation by a 
purchaser’s legal advisers on a sale, it is seldom necessary” 
fin order to obtain a certificate of absolute title} ‘“‘to make 
further official requisitions of a serious nature.” We agree 
with our correspondent of last week that some steps are 
urgently required for furnishing persons registered with a pos- 
sessory title with a corrective to this specious “touting” for 
business, and we think that the Law Society will do well to pro- 
vide every London solicitor with a copy of their recent publica- 
tion on officialism, or, better still, to provide them with a short 
reply to the specific statements made in the Land Registry 
circular. 





The New Vice-Chancellor of Lancaster. 


THE apporntMENT of Mr. Lzicu Cxare to the Vice-Chancellor- 
ship of the Duchy of Lancaster, long rumoured, is now 
announced officially, and we may congratulate him and the 
Duchy on the announcement. The Vice-Chancellorship is hardly 
less important an office than a judgeship of the High Court, and 
Mr. Crare’s wide experience and sound learning might well 
have justified his selection for a seat on the bench there. 
When our legislative authorities have the leisure and intelli- 
gence for the reorganization of our judicial system to 
meet modern requirements, it will be but natural that the 
Vice-Chancellor of the Duchy should become a local member 
of the High Oourt, exercising jurisdiction in the North. 
Meanwhile it is well that the post should be filled by 
a judge well qualified to take part in such a change. 
We imagine that Mr. Crarz will in judicial characteristics 
shew rather a contrast to his predecessor. Sir Samuzt Haiti 
was a shrewd, businesslike, and accommodating judge, who made 

i very popular by his faculty of adaptation and of smooth- 
ing troubled waters with the oilof compromise. Mr. Cuan, at 
the bar, has always been known for his love of a struggle, his 
“scent of the battle afar,” his preference for a decision on 
principle against him over a compromise which determines 
nothing : he is somewhat stiff in principle and somewhat technical 
in practice. He is more likely than his predecessor to make law, 
even if it be by means of the Court of Appeal. We heara 
rumour that he does not intend at once to resign his seat in the 
House of Commons, relying on the theory that his salary is not 
paid out of moneys provided by Parliament, and that the seat is not 
vacated. However that may be, it cannot be doubted that the 
two itions are incompatible. The principle which divides 
the judicial from the representative functions is far more 
important than the form of words hitherto adopted to express 
it. If the rumour be correct, it will form an additional argument 
in support of our estimate of Mr. Ciarz as somewhat stiff and 
technical—an estimate which we would fain have found to be 
minimised on his promotion. Still it may, as we have said, 
conduce to the making of law, for Parliament should take care 
to provide before the next vacancy that no such course should 
be open to his successor. 


Assignment of Compensation. 


An riportant principle with respect to compensation for 
injury to lands or buildings smi under section 68 of the 
Lands Clauses Act, 1845, has been decided by the Court of 
— in Dawson v. Great Northern and City Railway (1905, 1 
B. 260). It was argued for the defendants in that case that 
the right of compensation for injurious affection is analogous to 
a right of action for damages for a tort, and that consequently 
it was not capable of assignment under section 25 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, so as to enable the assignee to sue in 
his own name. That damages are not assignable was 
inted out in May v. Lane (64 L. J. Q. B. 236), where 
icBy, L.J., observed that to give such an effect to section 
25 would materially affect the law of champerty and main- 
tenance. But the Court of Appeal have held that a claim for 
compensation under the Lands Clauses Acts is not on the 
footing of a claim for damages for a wrongful act. It is, indeed, 
more in the nature of a right to receive purchase-money in 
of a burden imposed on the land. No action can be 
brought against the promoters for damage done in the exercise 
of their statutory powers. The right of action is taken away 





and the acts which cause the injury are made lawful. On the 
other hand, the person who suffers the injury is allowed to 
recover compensation to be ascertained in a specified way. In 
the words of the judgment of the Court of Appeal, delivered by 
Stine, L.J., the claim is in substance for the price payable by 
the defendants for the exercise of the legal right conferred upon 
them by statute. No objection can be taken to the assignment of 


the claim to such price on the ground of maintenance or champerty, ° 


The assignment would have been valid in equity if made prior 
to the Judicature Act, 1873, in accordance with the principle 
stated by Lord Maonacuren in Zolhurst v. Associated Portland 
Cement Manufacturers (1903, A. C., p. 420), that, as a general rule, 
the benefit of a contract is assignable in equity and may be 
enforced by the assignee if he makes the assignor a party; 
and, consequently, the right to compensation is now capable of 
legal assignment under section 25 (6) of the Act of 1873. 


Presumption of Death After Seven Years’ Absence, 
AN INTERESTING discussion of the rule to be followed in the 
distribution of property when a beneficiary has not been heard 
of for more than seven years is contained in the judgment of 
Kexewiou, J., in Re Aldersey (1905, 2 Ch. 181). At one time 
it was held, not only that, in the absence of specific evidence, 
there was a presumption that the beneficiary was dead at the end 
of the seven years; but also that, since there was a presump. 
tion that a person alive at a given date remained alive for a 
reasonable period till he was proved to be dead, he must be 
presumed to be alive till the end of the seven years; that fis, 
the legal presumption was that he died on the last day of 
the seven years. This latter presumption, however, was 
rejected in Re Phené’s Trusts (L. R. 5 Ch. 139), and it was 
held that the only presumption is that the person is dead at the 
end of the seven years; there is no presumption as to the time 
during the seven years when he died, or, which is the same 
thing, there is no presumption that he remained alive for any 
specific period after he was last heard of. ‘‘ The true proposition,” 
it was there said, ‘is that those who found aright upon a person 
having survived a particular period must establish that fact 
affirmatively by evidence; the evidence will necessarily differ in 
different cases, but sufficient evidence there must be or the 
person asserting title will fail.” Hence, where the title of a 
beneficiary to a share under a will depends upon his having 
survived the testator, and the testator dies during the currency 
of the seven years since the beneficiary was last heard of, those 
who claim his share will fail. In the absence of evidence that 
he survived the testator, they cannot discharge the burden of 
roving this fact, and the estate will be distributed upon the 
ooting that he did not survive: Re Benjamin (1902, 1 Ch. 723). 
In the present case of Re Aldersey, the beneficiary, who was 
entitled for life to a share of income, survived the testatrix, who 
died in 1890. He was last heard of in 1895, and consequently 
was presumed to be dead in 1902. To entitle his representa- 
tives to the income for the seven years it was necessary, upon the 
above principle, to prove affirmatively that he was living, and 
since this could not be done, their claim to the arrears of income 
failed. 


Presumption of Time of Death. 

Tue Rvuzz established by Re Phene’s Trusts (supra) and applied 
in Re Aldersey (supra), that specific evidence of a beneficiary 
being alive at any particular date within the seven years must 
be given by those who allege the fact, otherwise their claim will 
fail, is difficult to distinguish from a presumption that the death 
took place at the beginning of the seven years, and the second 
point which arose in Re Aldersey appears to countenance the 
view that such a presumption may be made. As already stated, 
the beneficiary (A.) on surviving the testator became entitled 
to a share of income, but this ceased“ in 1895 for want 
of proof that he lived after that date. There was also 4 
further share which was given over on the death of another 
beneficiary (B.) who died in 1896. This was to go to A. if 
he was living at the death of B., or, if he was then dead, it 
was to go to his issue. For A.’s representatives to claim it, 
they had to prove that he was alive in 1896, but they had 


already failed to give this proof as to the original share, and 
consequently they failed also as to the accrued share. 
became the turn of A.’s issue to make their claim, 
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—— 
the burden of proof was shifted. The fact upon which they 
mnded was that A. was dead in 1896, and, in the absence 
of legal presumption, this was as incapable of proof as the fact 
that he wasthen alive. The strictly logical result would be that 
both claimants must fail for want of proof—as to the one set, 
that A. was alive in 1896; as to the other set, that he was 
dead. But Kexewron, J., shrank from holding that the 
share was thus in effect undisposed of, and, with regard 
to the particular will, he decided in favour of A.’s issue. 
In his view A. was to be taken to be dead at the death 
of B., since he was not proved to be alive. It is difficult, how- 
ever, to restrict decisions which involve a principle to the facts 
of a particular case. In effect, the decision of the second point 
appears to have been based upon a presumption that A. died in 
1895, when he was last heard of, and it thus involves a departure, 
though probably a necessary departure, from He Phené’s Trusts. 
Itshould be added that Kzxewioun, J., prefaced his judgment 
by saying that it did not satisfy him logically, though he thought 
it was the best way of cutting a knot which was incapable of 
being untied. 
Purchase of a Reversion by a Trustee. 

Ir 1s a familiar rule of equity that when a trustee of leasehold 
property obtains a renewal of the lease in his own name he is 
constructively a trustee of the renewed lease. “I very well 
see,” said Kine, L.C., in Keech v. Sandford (2 Wh. & T. L. C. 
698), ‘if a trustee, on the refusal to renew, might have a 
lease to himself, few trust estates would be renewed to cestuis que 
us.” This seems to ascribe unduly low motives to trustees as a 
body, but the rule has been accepted as a necessary restraint 
upon the power of trustees to turn their position to their own 
advantage, and it applies equally to partners. ‘One partner can- 
not treat privately, and behind the backs of his co-partners, for 
a lease of the premises where the joint trade is carried on for his 
own individual benefit; if he does so treat, and obtains a lease in his 
own name, it is a trust for the partnership.” And in certain cases 
it has been held that the same principle applies to the purchase 
of the reversion by the trustee—namely, where the lease is 
renewable by custom: Phillips v. Phillips (33 W. R. 863, 29 
Ch. D. 678). The purchase may be used to cut off the chance of 
future renewals, and thus it may prejudice the beneficiaries. 
On the other hand, where there is, at the time of the purchase, 
no such chance of renewal, this reason does not operate, and it 
was held by Grant, M.R., in Randall v. Russell (3 Mer. 190) 
that under such circumstances the reversion does not become 
subject to the trusts of the lease. In Longton v. Wileby 
(76 L. T. 770) Srretine, J., followed this decision, and held 
that the principle of Keech vy. Sandford only applied where the 
leascholds were renewable ‘‘by contract or custom,” and a 
similar decision has recently been given by Wararineron, J., 
in Bevan v. Webb (53 W. R. 651; 1905, 1 oh, 620). But it is 
not altogether clear why the reference to “contract ”’ is intro- 
duced. Any right of renewal which exists by contract is a 
burden upon the reversion, and the trustee, if he purchases the 
reversion, purchases subject to this. Why should the trust 
estate take the reversion itself? The case of a lease renewable 
by custom is different. This does not mean a custom legally 
binding, but such a custom of renewal as in former days 
prevailed with regard to ecclesiastical and college leases. A 
sale to a private proprietor put an end to any such customary 
right, and this is the reason why a reversion purchased by the 
trustee has been held to be taken upon trust. 


Disclaimer of Leasehold Property in Bankruptcy. 

Unpzr sxorron 55 (1) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, as 
amended by section 13 of the Act of 1890, a trustee in bank- 
ruptcy may disclaim leasehold property of the bankrupt “ at 
any time within twelve months after the first appointment of a 
trustee.” Having regard to the provisions as to the creation of 
& trustee of the bankrupt’s property, doubt has arisen with 
respect to the period from which the twelve months is to run. 
Section 20 (1) of the Act of 1883, which provides that, in 
certain events, a receiving order shall be followed by an 
adjudication of bank» uptcy, says that “ thereupon the property 
of the bankrupt shall become divisible among his creditors 
and shall vest in a trustee.” Hence the scheme of the 
Act contemplates that there shall be a trustee immediately 





upon adjudication. If at the meeting of creditors held after 
the receiving order pursuant to section 15 the creditors 
have passed a resolution for adjudication, and have also 
appointed a trustee, there will at the date of the adjudication 
be a creditors’ trustee already created in whom the property can 
vest: see Baccatiay, L.J., in Re Parker (15 Q. B. D., p. 208.) 
But otherwise section 54 would provide a trustee. Under this 
section the official receiver is trustee until a trustee is appointed, 
and the provision of section 15 is repeated that, imenetiahely on 
adjudication, the property of the pt shall vest in the 
trustee—that is, either in the creditors’ trustee, if then appointed, 
or otherwise in the official receiver. In the latter case, then, 
under section 54 (2), upon the appointment of a trustee, the 
property forthwith passes to, and vests in, the trustee appointed. 

uch appointment, whether it precedes or follows the order for 
adjudication, is made under section 21; it is certified by the 
Board of Trade, and it takes effect as from the date ob the 
certificate. Thus in the ordinary course the official receiver 
becomes automatically trustee upon the making of the order of 
adjudication, and the property forthwith vests in him. Sub- 
sequently a trustee is appointed by the creditors; his appoint- 
ment is certified by the Board of Trade, and thereupon the 
property passes to him. If the creditors do not appoint a 
trustee within four weeks from the adjudication, the Board of 
Trade may appoint one under section 21 (6). 


Reckoning of the Twelve Months for Disclaimer, 


Svon rHkn being the scheme for the creation of a trustee, it 
became necessary in Re Cohen (reported elsewhere) to determine 
what was the meaning of the expression ‘‘ from the first appoint- 
ment of a trustee” in section 55 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 
If that includes all the occasions on which a trustee is created, 
then it includes the automatic creation of the official receiver as a 
trustee upon the making of the adjudication order, and the 
twelve months allowed for disclaimer would run from the date 
of the order. If, on the other hand, it refers only to such 
specific appointment of a trustee, either by the creditors or by 

e Board of Trade, as is authorized by section 21, then the 
period runs from the date when the appointment is certi- 
fied. It should be noticed that the official receiver, during 
the period when he is automatically trustee, has the 
full powers of an ordinary trustee in bankruptcy, including 
power to realize the estate (Zurquand v. Board of Trade, 11 
App. Cas. 286), so that nothing turns upon any distinction 
between the functions of the official receiver as trustee and of 
any other trustee in bankruptcy. In Re Cohen the order of 
adjudication was made on the 2nd of October, 1902. Thereupon 
a trustee was appointed by the creditors, and his appointment 
was certified on the 16th of October. The bankrupt was entitled 
to leasehold property subject to onerous covenants, and the 
trustee executed a disclaimer on the 14th of October, 1903. 
Thus the disclaimer was in time if the twelve months ran from 
the certification of the trustee’s appointment; it was out of time 
if the period ran from the date of the order of adjudication, 
when the official receiver became automatically the trustee of the 
bankrupt’s pro But while the official receiver is by the 
provisions of the Act of 1883 constituted trustee, this does not 
appear to fit the expression ‘first appointment of a trustee” 
in section 55. If the twelve months is to run from the 
adjudication, it would have been natural to say so, and 
not to refer to the appointment of a trustee at all. The 
use of this phrase suggests that the draftsman had in mind the 
same appointment of a trustee as is referred to in sections 21 
and 54—that is, an appointment by the creditors or by the Board 
of Trade. The Court of Appeal accordingly, ing the 
decision of Mr. Registrar Grrrarp, took this view, and held that 
the disclaimer was in time. A difficulty in the way of such a 
construction arises from the fact that it seems to prohibit the 
exercise of the power of disclaimer by the official receiver while 
he is trustee, inasmuch as in that case the twelve months during 
which the power is to be exercised does not commence to run. 
But this was met by holding that the limit of time does not 
apply at all under such circumstances. If any person interested 
has reason to complain of delay, he can at any time stop it b 
requiring the official receiver, under section 55 (4), to deci 
whether he will disclaim or not. 
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The Changes Effected by the Trade- 
Marks Act, 1905. 


Tu Trade-Marks Act, 1905, became law at the fag end of 
the session after a somewhat checquered course in passing 
through Parliament. It was brought into the House of 
Commons by Mr. Frercszr Movurton, K.C., with the concur- 
rence of the London Chamber of Commerce, and it was, after the 
second reading, referred to a Select Committee, who reported 
upon it and made a few alterations to carry out the recommenda- 
tions of their report. The Bill was then read a third time and 
sent to the Lords, where it arrived towards the end of July. In 
Committee in the Lords very considerable alterations were made 
in the Bill, but most of such alterations were in form rather 
than in substance. It was then sent back to the Commons, where 
the Lords’ amendments were agreed to. The Bill had the dis- 
tinction of being one of the very few private members’ Bills that 
passed into law in the session of 1905. 

The Act, (which supersedes all previous legislation on the 
subject), in the form in which it now stands, really makes very 
little difference in the law as it previously existed. It is, in 
fact, an Act which more consolidates and declares the existing 
law than alters it. We do not propose to go through the Act 
in detail, but only to direct the attention of our readers to some 
of its most important provisions. 

First among these comes the definition of a registrable trade- 
mark, which is, by section 9, as follows: ‘‘A registrable trade- 
mark must contain, or consist of, at least one of the following 
essential particulars—(1) The name of a company, individual, 
or firm, represented in a special or particular manner; (2) the 
signature of the applicant for registration or some predecessor 
in his business; (3) an invented word or invented words; (4) a 
word or words having no direct reference to the character or 
quality of the goods, and not being according to its ordinary 
signification a geographical name or a surname; (5) any other 
distinctive mark ; but a name, signature, or word or words, other 
than such as fall within the descriptions in the above paragraphs 
"> (2), (3), and (4), shall not, except by order of the Board of 

rade or the court, be deemed a distinctive mark.” 


The section, after providing (as was done in the previous 
Acts) for the registration of certain marks consisting of special 
or distinctive words, letters, and numerals, used as trade-marks 
before the 13th of August, 1875, goes on to enact that “for 
the purposes of this section ‘distinctive’ shall mean adapted 
to distinguish the goods of the proprietor of the trade-mark from 
those of other persons. In determining whether a trade-mark is 
so adapted, the tribunal may, in the case of a trade-mark in 
actual use, take into consideration the extent to which such user 
has rendered such trade-mark in fact distinctive for the goods 


with — to which it is registered or proposed to be 
7. ” 
this section is compared with the previous definition, it will be 


seen that very little substantial alteration is made. The only really 
important features of the new definition are : (1) that it enables 
the signeture of a predecessor in business of the applicant to be 
registered as a trade-mark; (2) that it allows, with certain 
limitations, a mark to be registered which, although not con- 
taining any of the other essential particulars prescribed by the 
section, yet has been shown by actual use to be in fact distinctive 
of the goods of the proprietor. 

Another important alteration is that which requires the 
registrar on refusing to register a trade-mark (otherwise than 
on the opposition of a rival trader) to state in writing, if 
required, the grounds of his decision, and the materials used by 
him in arriving at the same; and in the event of an appeal from 
his decision, no farther grounds of objection to the application 
can be taken by the registrar without the leave of the tribunal 
hearing the appeal, and if any such further grounds of objection 
are en, the applicant is to be at liberty to withdraw his 
—— without the payment of any costs. 

other important provision as to costs is section 48, which 
provides that in all proceedings before the court under the Act 
the costs of the registrar shall be in the discretion of the court, 
but the registrar shall not be ordered to pay the costs of any 








other of the parties. This should, and will, we hope, be a9 
interpreted by the court as to prevent the hardship which existed 
under the previous system of an applicant to the court bei 
ordered to pay the costs of the registrar, notwithstanding that 
the registrar has been held by the court to be in the wrong. 

The alteration of the existing law which is most interesting 
to the commercial community is that effected by section 41. At 
present, as will be remembered, a trade-mark, however long it 
may have been on the register, is liable to be taken off on any 
grounds which could have been successfully urged against the 
original registration, and also in certain cases on account of 
matters happening after the date of the original registration, 
This has always been felt by the commercial community to be a 
great hardship, and it was strongly desired that the law in this 
respect should be altered. It is in deference to this desire that 
section 41 finds a place in the new Act. This section as it 
stands is by no means identical with clause 41 as it appeared in 
the Bill when originally introduced, and its operation in the 
direction of creating an indefeasible interest in a registered 
trade-mark has been further cut down by the House of Lords, 

The section, as it now stands, is as follows: ‘In all legal 
proceedings relating to a registered trade-mark (including appli- 
cations under section 35 of this Act), the original registration 
of such trade-mark shall, after theexpiration of seven years from 
the date of such original registration (or seven years from the 
passing of this Act, whichever shall last happen), be taken to be 
valid in all respects unless such original registration was obtained 
by fraud, or if the trade-mark offends against the provisions of 
section 11 of this Act; provided that nothing in this Act shall entitle 
the proprietors of a registered trade-mark to interfere with or 
restrain the user by any person of a similar trade-mark upon or 
in connection with goods upon or in connection with which such 
person has by himself or his predecessors in business continuously 
used such trade-mark from a date anterior to the user of the 
first-mentioned trade-mark by the proprietor thereof or his 
predecessors in business, or to object (on such user being 
proved) to such person being upon the register for such similar 
trade-mark in respect of such goods under the provisions of 
section 21 of this Act.” 

Section 35 of the Act is that which provides for applications 
to rectify the register of trade-marks. Section 11, which is a 
re-enactment with some alterations of what is now contained in 
sections 73 and 86 of the Act of 1883, provides that “it shall 
not be lawful to register as a trade-mark or part of a trade- 
mark any matter the use of which would, by reason of its being 
calculated to deceive or otherwise, be disentitled to protection in 
a court of justice, or would be contrary to law or morality, or 
any scandalous design.” Section 41, therefore (omitting from 
present consideration the proviso, which explains itself), enacts, 
in effect, that after the lapse of seven years the original registra- 
tion of a trade-mark is to be valid in all respects, unless it was 
obtained by fraud, or unless the trade-mark offends against 
section 11. Really the extent of the operation of. section 
41 will to a great degree depend on the construction which 
the courts place upon section 11, or rather upon that portion of it 
which prohibits the registration as a trade-mark or part of a 
trade-mark of matter disentitled to protection in a court of justice 
by reason of its being calculated to deceive or otherwise. If 
these words are construed in a wide sense, it appears to us that 
the beneficial effect of section 41 as a protection to a trade-mark 
which was registered without fraud and which has been upon 
the register for the prescribed time, will be very much cut down, 
and the commercial community will find that they have not got 
nearly as much protection for their registered marks under the 
section as they anticipated. 

Finally, it should be noticed that the Act does not come into 
general operation until the 1st of April nex. 








By the recent appointment of Mr. F. A. P. Sylvester, of Trowbridge, 28 
coroner for Mid-Wilts, says the Daily Mail, there have been coroners ia 
three generations of the Sylvesters. The new coroner's grandfather, Mr. 
George Sylvester, who had the distinction of being at one time the oldest 
living coroner, and who was almost, if not quite, a centenarian at his 
death, was elected in 1841. He was succeeded by his son, Mr. F. T. 
Sylvester, in 1873, and he has recently resigned after thirty-two years’ 
service, mene a arp that time nearly 5,000 inquests, and he in turn is 
now succeeded by his son, the present coroner. 
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Reviews. 
Carriage by Sea. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW RELATING TO THE CARRIAGE OF GOODS BY 
By Tuomas Giupert Carver, M.A., K.C. FourtH 


Sz. 
EpiT1on. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
The carriage of goods by sea is one of the most extensive businesses 
of the United Kingdom, and the development of the law as to 
of 


it gives rise to continual litigation. Hence there has been:no lac. 

reported cases during the five years which have elapsed since the 
issue of the previous edition of this useful text-book, and the incor- 
poration of these appears to be the leading feature in the present 
edition. The work is divided into three parts—the contract, the 
voyage, and the delivery—and each contains an exhaustive discussion 
of the relevant statute and case law. It was decided by Hale, 
0.J., in the early case of Morse v. Slue (1 Vent. 190, 238) that 
the liabilities of a common carrier attach to one who carries goods for 
the public generally by water, even though the vo 
port; but important exemptions have been introduced by statute, and 
these are now contained in section 502 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894. Moreover, there is the limitation of liability according to 
the tonnage of the ship re-enacted by section 503 of the same Act, 
and extended by section 1 of the Merchant Shipping (Liability of 
Shipowners and Others) Act, 1900. These and other statutes are 
considered in Chapter I. Chapter IL, which deals with the Employ- 
ment of the ship, raises the question of the authority to employ her. 
Frequently a ship is vested in part owners, though the decisions as to 
the right of a majority to control her have become less important 
since the introduction of single-ship companies, It is, however, a 
matter of frequent occurrence for ships to be subject to 
mortgages, and then the question arises as to the right of the 
mortgagor in possession to let the ship on hire. To the recent cases 
on this subject which Mr. Carver notes, such as The Heather Bell 
(1901, P. 272), must now be added Law Guarantee and Trust Society 
v. Russian Bank for Foreign Trade (1905, 1 K. B, 815), which shews 
the nature of a charter which will be void as against the mortgagee 
on the ground that it prejudices his security. Another important 
point is the distinction between contracts under which the possession 
of the ship passes to the charterers, and those of more frequent occur- 
rence, in which it remains in the owners.. This and other questions 
arising upon voyage and time charters receive full discussion in 
ChapterIV. The rights of mortgagees is dealt with again in Chapter 
XVL. on Freight, in connection with the priorities of mortgagees of the 
ship and assignees of freight, and reference is made to the restriction 
established by Shillito v. Biggart (1903, 1 K. B. 683) on the rule that 
the mortgagee on taking possession becomes entitled to freight. This 
does not applyso as to give him priority over assignees of freight already 
accrued due and remaining unpaid. But the scope of the book is 
too wide for us to follow it into further detail. It presents an able 
and practical statement of an extremely important branch of the law. 


The Law of Divorce. 


Taz Law AND PRACTICE IN DrvorncE AND MATRIMONIAL CavUsEs. 
TOGETHER WITH A CHRONOLOGICAL DIGEST FROM 1730 to 1905. 
EMBODYING AN INDEX TO THE MARRIAGE AND Divorce Acts. 
By ArTHuR GWYNNE JEFFREYS HALL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. 

This book will be found of great service by practitioners in the 
Divorce Division. It is a digest of the law an poe relating to 
divorce and matrimonial causes arranged under headings in alpha- 
betical order. The author’s plan is, first to present the law upon each 
head in a series of propositions, and then to support these by a short 
statement of the relevant decisions. Thus, under ‘‘ Costs—Wife’s,” 
the principles according to which the court has allowed a wife’s 
costs to be recovered against the husband, either as taxed party and 
party costs, or, in Bn case of excess solicitor — ~~ costs, as 
necessaries, are sta’ in twelve propositions, an e su i 
digest includes such cases as Pion %. Flower (3 P. & Disa 
Ottaway v. Hamilton (3 C. P. D. 393), and Smith v. Smith (7 P. D. 
84). Other headings similarly treated include ‘‘ Conduct Conducing,” 
“Cruelty,” ‘ Desertion,” ‘“ Pleading,” “8 tion Deeds,” and 
‘Settlements—Variation of.” The utility of the book is increased 
by an elaborate series of cross-references, and the Matrimonial 
Causes Acts and other relevant statutes are given in an Appendix. 


Books of the Week. 


A Handbook of Practical Forms, wnmime he Variety of Useful 
and Select Precedents required in Solicitors’ Offices, relating to Con- 
veyancing and General Matters, with Numerous Variations and 
Suggestions. By H. Moorg, Esq. Fourth Edition. Revised and 
Edited by EpwaARD Manson, Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & 
Sons (Limited). 
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Correspondence. 


Land Registry Touting. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 

Sir,—As you have not seen the circular to which my last letter 
referred, I enclose it for your perusal in order that you may form 
your own opinion upon it, 

I think you will agree with me that it bears on its face strong 
internal evidence that it is sent out to all proprietors on first 
registration. 

If you will refer to the table of costs, you will understand my 
reference to the fact that it is so framed as to discount the honest 
opinion of the solicitor that the whole system is an e ious and 
unqualified failure; and the succeeding paragraphs contain allega- 
tions which no conveyancer would admit, statements which every- 
day experience demonstrates to be absolutely incorrect. 

In the case of the gentleman to whom the circular was sent, I had 
t pleasure in informing him that the only result of the system to 
him had been to mulct him in fees and costs additional to what he 
would have had to pay under the existing system. 

The only inference to be drawn from the circular is that the 
solicitor deliberately keeps back from his client the existence of this 
‘‘beneficial”” system of conveyancing which a paternal and dis- 
interested Government has to force the client to accept. 

Worthing, August 12. H. H. SrockpatE Ross. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—In response to the invitation contained in the third para- 

ph of ‘‘ Current Topics ” of your issue of this date, I have recently 
completed the purchase of fifty-one properties—unfortunately in the 
Lanhon area—and my seven clients are accordingly forced on the 
register at a cost in fees alone of £17 10s., for which, as you are 
aware, they receive absolutely no value except worthless land 
certificates. 

To add insult to injury, they have each received a touting 


memorandum and circular from the Land Registry, which I enclose 
for your information and (if you think fit) that of ay | readers. 
. C. L. Fry. 


9 and 10, Fenchurch-street, E.C., August 12. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—Referring to your Paragraph in the ‘Current Topics” of 
your last issue referring to the d Registry advertisement, I send 
you enclosed circular, which was forwarded by the Land Registry to 
a client of mine. He had just completed the ow aged of leasehold 
premises in Hanover-street. The statement which accompanies the 
circular, I think you will agree with us, clearly suggests to 
purchasers that they can dispense with legal aid. 
Brea & Payne. 


22, Budge-row, Cannon-street, E.C., August 13. 
We have received from other correspondents copies of the circular 
and statement.—ED. S.J.] 








Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing and Equity. 


Rent-charge—Release of Part of Lands.—Under the Law of 
Property Amendment Act, 1859, s. 10, the release from a ren’ 
of part of baw — charged “hong oh - as was erga. | e 
case, extin e rent-c er, but it operates only to 
bar the right to recover the rent-charge out of the premises released. 
The release, however, does aot aaa the rights of persons 
interested in the premises unrel who do not concur in or confirm 
the release. In general this means that the premises unreleased 
remain liable only for a proportionate part of the rent-charge: Booth 
v. Smith (33 W. R. 142, 14 Q. B. D. 318). But if the owners of such 
premises concur in the release they forfeit the benefit of this appor- 
tionment, and the unreleased premises remain liable to the entire 
rent-charge.—PRICE v. JOHN (Swinfen Eady, J., April 13) (53 W. R. 
456; 1905, 1 Ch. 744). 

Real Property Limitation Acts—Disability of Infancy.— 
Where a plaintiff in an action to recover land is met by a plea of the 
statute, and attempts to defeat the plea upon the ground of disability 
due to infancy, it is necessary for him to shew that the disability was 
existing at the date when the right of action which he is enforcing 
arose. Thus if the right of action arose in the time of a p 
in title who was under no disability, the statute then began to run, 
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and its running is not stopped by the subsequent devolution of the 
title upon an infant.—GARNER v. WINGROVE (Buckley, J., June 21) 
(53 W. BR. 588 ; 1905, 2 Ch. 233). 


Investment Clause—Power to Invest “Upon Ground-rents ”— 
A power to invest trust moneys on real or leasehold securities does 
not authorize the purchase of real or leasehold hereditaments, and 
consequently does not authorize the purchase of ground-rents, which 
is in effect the purchase of house property subject to a long lease. 
But where there is a trust to invest ‘‘on Government securities, or 
upon freehold ground-rents, or upon leasehold ground-rents” of not 
less than a specified term, the result is different. The investment 
upon Government securities involves the purchase of the securities, 
and similarly the investment upon freehold ground-rents, &c., 
justifies a purchase of the ground-rents.—RE Morpan (C.A., March 
13) (53 W. R. 599; 1905, 1 Ch. 515). 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
CAVALIER AND ANOTHER ». POPE. No. 1. 9th August. 


LANDLORD AND Tsnant—Contract BY LANDLORD TO Reparr—NOoTICcE OF 
Derective Rerarrn—Insjury to Wire or Tenant Due to DEFECTIVE 
Reram—Remepy or WIre. 


Appeal from the judgment of Phillimore, J., sitting with a common 
jury. The action was brought in respect of injuries sustained by Minnie 
Cavalier, wife of James Cavalier, owing to the defective condition of the 
kitchen floor of a house owned by William Pope, the defendant, and let to 
James Cavalier. The husband sued to recover damages he had sustained 
by reason of the injuries inflicted upon his wife, and Minnie Cavalier, the 
wife, sued in her own name to recover damages for the injuries done to her 
The jury brought in a verdict of £25 in respect to the husband's claim and 
£75 in respect to the wife’s claim, and Phillimore, J., gave judgment 
accordingly. The defendant appealed against the judgment in favour of 
the female plaintiff on the ground that she had no cause of action. For 
the purposes of the appeal the following findings of the jury are undisputed : 
That the appellant, through his agent, had notice before the accident that 
the kitchen floor was out of repair; that the appellant, through his agent, 
had oe before the accident to put the said floor in repair. For the 
appellant it was argued that as the wife was not a party to the contract, she 
could only base her cause of action, if she had one at all, on tort. The 
accident arose out of misfeasance, and therefore, to establish her claim for 
negligence she must shew that the appellant owed some duty to her 
(Hayn v. Culliford, 4 O. P. D. 185), unless she could bring her case within 
the three exceptions: (1) Invitation to enter upon premises; (2) premises 
constituted a public nuisance; (3) object dangerous in itself. as analogous 
to such things as firearms: Scholes v. Brook (63 L. T. R. 837). The case 
palpably came within none of these exceptions, For the respondent it 
was contended that the wife was lawfully upon the premises, and therefore 
had a right of action against somebody. The landlord had full knowledge 
of the circumstances, and had contracted to repair: Heaven v. Pender (1883, 
11 Q. B. D., at p. 512). A house is analogous, moreover, to a dangerous 
instrument: Lelievre v. Gould (1893, 1 Q. B. 491). In Miller v. Hancock 
(1893, 2 Q B. 180) the landlord was held liable to a third person for 
negligent repair of staircase. [Taz Covrr: In that case he had retained 
occupation of the staircase.] By his contract to repair the landlord had 
control of the house in the case before the court. Cur. adv. vult. 

Tue Covrt (Coxtrns, M.R., and Romer, L.J., Marnew, L.J , dissenting) 
allowed the appeal. 

Cotirs, M.R., in the course of a written judgment, said: Phillimore, 
J., was clearly of opinion that the female plaintiff was not entitled to 
maintain the action on the contract made by the defendant with her 
husband through her agency. I cordially concur. Can her claim be 
supported on any other ground? The learned judge based his decision in 
her favour on the authority of those cases of which Nelson v. Liverpool 
Brewery Co. (2 0. P. D. 311) is a type. These cases rest on the principle 
that the person who has control of the premises is liable for the conse- 
quences of a nuisance, and although that person is primd facie to be found 
in the occupier, he may rebut that presumption by shewing that in effect 
the control has passed to another person whe has contracted to be respon- 
sible for the repairs. They are, in fact, cases of nuisance adjoining places 
of passage to public highways. Can the analogy of these cases be offered 
where there is no public nuisance, but merely a defect in the interior of the 
house, and an injury resulting therefrom to a member of the tenant’s 
family? I think not. Even if the defendant’s liability can be put as high 
as an invitor, there is no ‘‘ trap” element, inasmuch as the condition of 
the floor at the time of the accident was probably better known to the 
plaintiff than to the lessor, But, were his duties as high as those of an 
invitor? Lane v. Cox (1897, 1 Q. B. 417) is a strong authority that they were 
not. The ap must be allowed. 

Romer, L.J., concurred. 

Maruew, L.J.: I regret Iam unable to agree. The judgment cannot 
be supported on the ground of contract, nor on the grounds stated by 
Phillimore, J., for reasons which the Master of the Rolls has stated. But 
I think there is another principle to which the plaintiff’s wife can have 
recourse. She was induced to occupy the premises by a representation 
which proved to be untrue, I see no reason for saying that a representa- 
tion, though prospective, may not be deceptive. There is authority for 
the position taken by the wife in Langridge v. Levy (2 M. & W. 519), which 





has never been overruled, and has been referred to without disapproval jp 
many well-known cases, ¢.g., Peck v. Gurney (L_R. 6 H. L. 377).—Counsm, 
Montague Lush, K.C., and Lilley; Lever and Wilshere. Souscrrors, 7, R 
Chapman ; John Davis. 

[Reported by Mavuzios N. Drucqusr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re COHEN. No.2. 2ist July; 4th August. 


Banxruptcy—DiIscLaImek or OnErovus Property—Time ror Discr, 
‘* Frest Appointment or Trustex ’’—Bankrvurtcy Act, 1883, s. 55 (1), 


In this case the order of adjudication against the debtor was made op 
the 2nd of October, 1902. Thereupon a trustee was appointed by the 
creditors, and his appointment was certified on the 16th of October, 1909, 
The bankrupt, being possessed of certain leasehold property in Limehoug 
subject to onerous covenants, the trustee gave notice to the landlords of hig 
intention of disclaiming the bankrupt’s interest in the lease; and on the 
14th of October, 1903, he executed his disclaimer, which was duly filed jp 
the bankruptcy. On his applying for his release the Board of Trade raised 
objections to the disclaimer on the ground that the properties had not been 
disclaimed ‘‘ within twelve months after the first appointment of g 
trustee,’’ in accordance with the terms of section 53 of the Bankry 
Act, 1883, as amended by the Act of 1890. The trustee the 
maintained that he was within the twelve months, which, he said, 
did not expire until two days after the date of his disclaimer ; whereas 
the contention of the Board of Trade was that the twelve months ran from 
the 2nd of October, 1902, the date of the adjudication, and the consequent 
automatic ‘‘ appointment ’’ as on that date of the official receiver as 
* trustee,’’ so that the disclaimer was too late. The trustee, under the 
direction of the board, then applied, under section 13 of the Act of 18%, 
for leave to extend the time in which to disclaim the property. The 
application came before Mr. Registrar Giffard, who refused to grant an 
extension of time, being of opinion that no extension was necessary, since, 
according to his view of the Act, the time for disclaiming ran from the 
date of the certificate and not from the date of the adjudication. The 
trustee appealed. Section 55 provides that, where any part of the property 
of the bankrupt consists of land of any tenure burdened with onerous 
covenants, the trustee ‘‘ may, by writing signed by him at any time within 
twelve months after the first appointment of a trustee, disclaim the 
property.” 

Tue Court (Vavenan Wixurams, Srretinc, and Cozens-Harvy, LJJ,) 
dismissed the appeal. 

VaucHan Wit.1aMs, L.J.—The question in this case is whether the time 

for disclaiming runs from the certiticate of the appointment of the trustee, 
or from the adjudication. By section 55 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, as 
amended by section 13 of the Act of 1890, the trustee may, by writing 
signed by him, at any time after the first appointment of a trustee dis- 
claim the property. These words seem certainly to refer (in the absence 
of anything in that Act shewing intention) to an appointment of a trustee 
under section 21, which provides that, where a debtor is adjudicated bank- 
rupt, or the creditors have resolved that he be adjudicated bankrupt, the 
creditors may, by ordinary resolution, appoint some fit person, whether 
creditor or not, to fill the office of trustee of the property of the bankrupt, 
or they may resolve to leave his appointment to a committee of inspection 
thereinafter mentioned ; and sub-section 2 provides that the person #9 
appointed shall give security, in the manner prescribed, to the 
satisfaction of the Board of Trade, and that the board, if satisfied 
with the security, shall certify that the appointment has bea 
duly made, unless the board objects to the appointment on certain 
specified grounds. Sub-section 4 of the same section provides that the 
appointment of a trustee shall take effect as from the date of the certifi- 
cate. Iam inclined to think that sub-sections 2 and 4 of this section, 
to the giving of security and as to the certificate of appointment, apply 
only to a trustee ‘‘so appointed,” that is, appointed by the creditors # 
provided by sub-section 1, and have no application to the official receiver 
when he is the trustee. In practice no certificate is given of his appoint- 
ment; no security is taken from him. It is, however, to be observed that 
section 21 not only provides for the appointment of a trustee by the 
creditors after an adjudication, but also for the appointment of a truste 
by the Board of Trade in cases where a trustee is not appointed by the 
creditors within four weeks from the date of the adjudication, or where 
negotiations for the composition scheme or schemes have been closed by 
the refusal of the creditors to — or of the court to approve, a composl- 
tion or scheme. Section 54, by sub-section 1, provides that until a trustee 
is appointed the official receiver shall be the trustee for the purposes d 
the Act, and that immediately on the debtor being adjudicated bankrupt 
the property of the bankrupt shall vest in the trustee ; and sub-section ? 
provides that on the appointment of a trustee the property shall forthwith 
pass to and vest in the trustee appointed. This property would seem 
vest, having regard to the judgment of Lord Selborne in Turguand v. Th 
Board of Trade (11 App. Cas. 289), independently of any appointment 
within the meaning of that word as used in section 21. But then stb- 
section 2 of section 54—which provides that on the appointment of # 
trustee the property shall forthwith pass to and vest in the truste 
appointed—in my judgment contrasts the case where the property of the 
bankrupt vests in the official receiver independently of any appoin 
of him as trustee, and the case where the property of the bankrupt passe 
to a trustee forthwith on his appointment. There can be no doubt bub 
that in sub-section 2 the word ‘“‘appointed’’ is used in the sent 
in which it is employed in section 21, The provisions of sub- 
1 of section 54 will necessarily in every case in which the creditor 
appoint the trustee make the official receiver the trustee before there # 
a creditors’ trustee, because a creditors’ trustee is appointed by 
meeting called after the adjudication. This brings me to section 55, 
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disclaimer section, and to the question of the meaning of the words ‘‘ may, 
by writing signed by him, atany time within [twelve] months after the first 
appointment of a trustee, disclaim the property.’”” Sub-section 1 of the 
section runs thus: ‘‘ Where any part of the property of the bankrupt 
consists of land of any tenure burdened with onerous covenants. . . the 
trustee, notwithstanding that he has endeavoured to sell or has teken 
possession of the property, or exercised any act of ownership in relation 
thereto, but subject to the provisions of this section, may, by writing 
igned by him, at any time within [twelve] months after the first 
pointment of a trustee disclaim the property.” In my opinion the 
words “‘ after the first appointment ’’ refer to an appointment under section 
91 either by the creditors or by the Board of e under sub-section 6 
of that section. I do not think they refer to the official receiver becoming 
trustee under sub-section 1 of section 54 until a trustee is appointed. It 
follows that the twelve months mentioned in sub-section 1 of section 55 
will run from the certificate of the first appointment of a trustee, and not 
from the date of the official receiver becoming trustee on the debtor being 
adjudicated bankrupt until a trustee is appointed. It is said that the 
effect of the court so holding will be that the official receiver being trustee 
cannot exercise the power of disclaimer at all, and that this is inconsistent 
with the decision of the House of Lords in Twrauand v. The Board of Trade, 
and of the Court of Appeal in Re Parker (15 Q. B. D. 196), because the 
judgments both in the Court of Appeal and in the House of Lords, when 
the House reviewed the decision of the Court of Appeal, in effect decided 
that—to use the words of Lord Blackburn in his speech as reported in 11 
App. Cas., p. 291—‘‘ the official receiver whilst he is trustee after 
adjudication may exercise the powers of a trustee’? But I do not 
think, nor do we intend that the effect of our decision shall be, that 
the official receiver on becoming trustee will not have the power to disclaim. 
One of the powers of the trustee appointed by the creditors is to disclaim. 
I think that the official receiver, as trustee, can exercise that power. It 
is said that if the official receiver has that power the twelve months limited 
for the exercise of it must run from the vesting of the property in the 
official receiver—that is, from the moment of adjudication; but I do 
not think that this follows. The official receiver in becoming trustee 
immediately upon the debtor being adjudicated bankrupt may exercise the 
power of disclaimer which section 55 gives to the trustee appointed by the 
creditors, for twelve months from that appointment, without being subject 
to this limitation in time for the exercise of the power, which limitation 
by its very terms runs from a date which has no relation by the trusteeship 
of the official receiver, because he is never appointed. As the twelve 
months from the appointment had not at the time of the application for 
extension expired in this case I think no extension was necessary, and 
that the extension was properly refused. The result is that Mr. Registrar 
Giffard is right, and the appeal must be dismissed.—CounseL, Hansell. 

Souictror, Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by J. I. Stretive, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


PESCOD v. MAYOR, &c., OF THE CITY OF WESTMINSTER. 
Swinfen Eady, J. 26th and 27th July; 8th August. 


Merrorotis — Wipentnc Srreet — Computsory Porcnase — SEVERANCE 
ReErusep To Sun-LESSEE OF Part OF Hovse—57 Gro. 3, c. 29, ss. 80 
ann 82. : 


The plaintiff in this action was the lessee for a term of two and a-half 
years unexpired of the basement, ground floor, and a large room at the 
back of the entresol floor of No. 30, Piccadilly, where he carried on the 
business of a tailor and breeches maker. Part of the ground floor and 

ment were sub-let as a tobacconist’s shop. In order to enable the 
London County Council to carry out part of their scheme for widening 
Piccadilly toa minimum width of 80 feet, the detendants, the Corpora- 
tion of Westminster, were putting into operation their statutory 
tg of acquiring land under Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act (57 

. 3, ce. 29). Under section 80 of this Act the defendants claimed 
to take the whole of the plaintiff’s premises and duly served a notice 
to treat. The plaintiff alleged that the adjudication made by the 
defendants, that the whole of No. 30, Piccadilly would be necessary for 
the purpose of widening that street, was wrong and wltrd vires, and asked 
for an injunction to restrain the defendants from proceeding under their 
notice. For the plaintiff it was argued that as only a strip of 22ft. 6in. in 
width was wanted for actually widening the street, and as he was willing 
to sell that part, he could not be compelled to sell the whole of his 

remises: Teuliere v. Vestry of St. Mary Abbotts, Kensington (30 Ch. D. 642). 

urther, it was alleged that the adjudication—that it was necessary to 
take the whole house—was not made bond jide, the defendants having 
aay to resell the part behind the 22ft. 6in. line to the Piccadilly 

otel (Limited), subject to the plaintiff’s statutory right of pre-emption. 
It was shewn that the plaintiff had no interest in the four floors above the 
entresol, which had a separate entrance at the side of No. 30, except a 
right to use certain flues which ran up alongside them and a cistern 
situated at the top. ‘The plaintiff, however, contended that it was 
physically possible to remove that part of the whole building which lay 
de the 22ft. 6in. line, and to leave the rest standing, and that the 
defendants were bound to do so if called upon. For the defendants it 
was shewn that it was impossible to pull down the front part withow 
entering upon the back portion to shore it up and support it, and this the 
defendants had no legal right to do. Further, the defendants by statute 
could only pull down buildings which they had acquired. Evidence was 
given to shew that the part of the four upper floors left standing as desired 
by the plaintiff would be useless after the front had been removed, being 


@ mere tower with no means of access, and would also be liable to be 
pene te Bier ae pedir eng cheb se cng Sry og It was 
ety that tiff had another action pending the Piccadilly 

otel Co. ( ted), who had acquired the leasehold interest in the whole 
of No. 30 subject to plaintiff’s underlease of a part, in which he claimed 
an injunction to restrain any interference with the upper portion of the 
— so as to interfere with his chimneys and flues, water tanks and 
supply pipes. 

WINFEN Eapy, J., inaconsidered judgment, stated the facts of the case. 
and continued: The conclusions of fact to which I come are that it would 
be physically possible to pull down the front portion and leave the rear 
portion standing, but that the cost of so doing would be very excessive, 
and that it could not be done without entering upon every floor of the rear 
portion remaining standing, to support it. Further, the upper floors of the 
rear portion would be useless and probably dangerous, but the plaintiff is 
seeking to restrain their — down as thereby damage would 
ensue to his own premises. the front portion only of his premises is 
acquired, there must be a considerable time when he will be totally 
excluded from his _—- by reason of the danger involved in pulling 
down, and when this is completed he would be cut off from access to 
the public street until the roadway and path can be formed and 
made into a fit state to throw open to the public. The plaintiff 
based his case upon this, that as the whole ground area proposed 
to be taken under the notice to treat was not intended to be thrown into 
the public roadway, the defendants must be restricted to the part actually 
intended to be so dealt with, as he was willing to convey that part only. 
In my opinion the plaintiff has not any absolute right to restrain the 
defendants from taking more land than is intended to be actually dedicated 
to the public. The statute contemplates that they may take more—section 
80 empowers the local authority to lay the sites of houses and lands 
acquired by them, ‘‘or so much thereof as they shall think proper, into 
the said streets or public places.” Again, section 96 of the Act 
enables the local authority to re-sell lands purchased by them, 
after they have first been offered for sale to the persons from 
whom they have been purchased. This also shews that the statute 
a that they might take more land than the actual strip 
required for street widening. In my judgment the question which I have 
to determine is whether the defendants have honestly and in good faith 
adjudged that the whole of the house or building No. 30 projects into 
or obstructs or prevents them from altering, wi , or extending 
Piccadilly, and that the possession, occupation, and purchase of the whole 
of the houee will be necessary for that purpose. That is the adjudication 
which the defendants have made, and I have arrived at the conclusion that 
they have done this in good faith. The position and dimensions of 
the building, the structural t of its contents, the consider- 
able portion of the site actually intended to be thrown into the 
public street and the subdivision of the house into portions held for 
different terms, with ye mage claim to chimneys and flues going up 
the full height of the building, all point to the wisdom and prudence of 
the course adopted by the defendants. It was insisted by the plaintiff 
that, as a matter of law, the defendants could not take compulsorily more 
than the site intended to be thrown into the street, if as was the case he 
was willing to with that portion. Such a rule, if it existed, would be 
productive of the gravest inconvenience in a house of which the parts are 
separately leased. Moreover such a rule would enable the owner of a very 
limited interest in a small part only of a house to require that part to be 
left, although the removal of the portion oan be pulled down might 
render the rest of the house absolutely useless. e language of the Act 
itself does not support the argument. In Teuliere v. Vestry of St. Mary 
Abbotts, Kensington (supra) it was held that if only a small portion of the 
building was left, not actually required for the street, the owner would 
have no right to restrict the vestry to the portion intended for the street 
and to make the vestry pay compensation for severance. In the present 
case it is quite clear that the portion of the building which is necessary to 
be removed to lay the site of it into the street is so indissolubly linked with 
the whole fabric of the house that it cannot be removed without practically 
destroying the identity of the house as a house. Under the circumstances 
the defendants could not stop short of taking the whole: see Gordon v. 
Vestry of St. Mary Abbotts, Kensington (1894, 2 Q. B. 754). No mala fides 
can be attributed to the adjudication of the defendants because before the 
date of the adjudication an arrangement had been come to with regard to 
the resale of so much of the site of the building as was not uired for 
street widening. So far as the plaintiff's interest is concerned, this is 
subject to his right of pre-emption. 1 am — satisfied that the real 
p of the defendants, the purpose for which their comp 
are being used—honestly and bond fide—is to acquire the whole 
for the purpose alone of street widening. The action therefore fails, and 
is dismissed with costs.—CounsEL, Maemorran, K.C., and Lyttelton Chubb ; 
Eve, K.C., and 7. 7. Methold. Souicrrors, Mead § Sons; W. M. Blazxland. 

[Reported by C. H. Canpax Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


WORTHINGTON v. KYME. Div. Court. 2nd August. 

Foop anp Drves Acrs—ApvuLTeraTep Mrix—lInsrrctor or NUISANCES, 
Powser to Taxes Procerpincs—Locat AvurHorrry—ANALYstT—SALE OF 
Foop anp Drves Acts, 1875 (88 & 39 Vicr. c. 63), ss. 6, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 20, 26; 1899 (62 & 63 Vict. c. 51), ss. 3, 25, 28—LocaL Govern- 


ment Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vicr. c. 41), 8. 39. 
Case stated by justices of for the East of the County of York, 
under the 8 J m Acts. On the 10th of September an 








information was by theappellant, an inspector of nuisances for 
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the borough of Bridlington, under 38 & 39 Vict. c. 63, s. 6, against the 
respondent, for that on the 4th of August, 1904, he, the said appellant, 
did demand from the respondent as and for sale to him a certain article of 
food, to wit, new milk, and that the respondent then and there did unlawfully 
and wilfully sell to him and to his prejudice as and for such article of 
food which was not of the nature, substance, and quality of food so 
demanded by the said appellant as such purchaser. ‘The following facts 
appear from the case: The inspector was duly appointed by the Town Council 
of Bridlington and the sample had been taken by him at the direction of the 
said council, who defrayed the cost of the analysis duly made by the public 
analyst appointed by the County Council of the East Riding of Yorkshire ; 
that Bridlington is a small incorporated borough not having a separate 
court of quarter sessions or a separate police establishment ; that the town 
council had not power to appoint an analyst for the purposes of the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Acts, and no such analyst was appointed; that the 
— had been instructed by the vouncil to take proceedings, and that 
the town clerk appeared on behalf of the council to conduct the prosecu- 
tion. At the hearing the justices refused to fully hear and determine the 
case and dismissed the summons, and they based their action on the 
following grounds: (1) The proceedings were as a matter of fact taken by 
the town council; (2) the said council not being one of the authorities 
referred to in section 10 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, and the 
charter of incorporation of the said borough providing as follows: 
‘* The council of the borough shall not exercise any of the powers or duties 
or be subject to the liabilities of the Acts relating to the police force or 
other matters mentioned in section 39 of the Local Government Act, 1888, 
but all the powers, duties, and liabilities in respect of such matters shall 
be exercised by and attach to the county council of the administrative 
county of the East Riding of Yorkshire, and the area of the said borough 
shall for all purposes of the Acts relating to the county police force or 
other matters mentioned in the said section form part of the county in like 
manner as if it were not a borough,’’ such council was not a local 
authority authorized to appoint an analyst for the purposes of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts, and consequently not a local authority as defined 
by section 25 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899; (3) that the said 
council was not a local authority entrusted with the execution of the Acts, 
and it was not their duty to put such Acts into force and to direct its 
officers to procure samples as provided by section 3 of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1899, and pay the costs thereof and of the analysis; (4) 
that in consequence the appellant’ could not under the direction and at 
the cost of the said town council procure such samples of food and submit 
the same to be analyzed and subsequently under such direction and at such 
cost and on behalf of the said council institute the said proceedings. Counsel 
for the respondent submitted that the magistrates were correct in refusing 
to hear and determine the case, having first come to the conclusion that 
the town council had no powers under the Acts. Section 26 of the 1875 
Act — that any fine imposed shall be allocated to the fund to which 
the fines are allocated in the general case, when the prosecution is con- 
ducted by an individual, but when it is conducted by an authority 
within the meaning of the Acts then it shall be allocated to such 
—— to defray the expenses of the working of the Acts. Hence, 
before the magistrates could draw up an order they must determine the 
——~ in which proceedings are taken. 

zB Court (Lord Atverstonz, 0.J., and Lawrance and Riptey, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Atverstong, O.J., said that the magistrates had full jurisdiction 
to hear and determine the case. It did not depend upon whether any 
body could prosecute as an authority within the meaning of the Act or 
not. The only distinction there, is where the fine is to actually goin the 
event of a conviction. If section 26 is relied on, even then the case is 
covered by the second provision. 

Lawrance and Ripuey, JJ., concurred.—Counse, Macmorran, K.O., and 
Bonsey ; Avory, K.C., and FB. W. Walker. Soxscrrors, Neve, Beck, ¢ Kirby, 
for A. B. Matthewman, Bridlington; Bockett, Stunt, ¢ Nash, for J. R. 
Proctor, Beverley. 


[Reported by Maurice N. Davcqusn, Esq., Bazrister-at-Law.] 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL v. SCHEVZIK. Div. Court. 5th August. 


Lonpow County—Pnrosection Beyonp GensRAL Ling or Burtpinc—Lonpon 
Buripre Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. coxtm.), 8. 73, sUB-sECTION 8. 


This was an appeal by the London County Council from the decision of 
the metropolitan police magistrate at the Stepney Police-court, that the 
se wre had not erected a structure beyond the general line of buildings 
without the consent of the London County Council, and that he had not 
unlawfully extended a projection beyond the general line of buildings 
contrary to section 73 (8) of the London Building Act, 1894. The facts of 
the case are as follows: The respondent is the proprietor of premises 
situate at 86, Birch-street, and known as the Russian Vapour Baths, and 
the alleged structure or projection put up by him consisted of an iron 
framework filled in on the front and sides with leaded glass and covered 
with zinc, and was about 10 feet 6 inches high from the bottom to the to 
of the gable and came forward about 4 feet 9 inches from the front wall 
of the building, the bottom being about 11 feet above the pave- 
ment. There were letters on the glass of the alleged structure or 
ae neg forming on the front the words ‘‘ The Russian Vapour Baths,”’ 

on the side ‘‘ Vapour Baths,” indicating the position of the said baths, 

and these were made visible at night by means of about twenty electric 
—. _ The alleged structure or projection was beyond the general line 
buildings as defined by the superintending architect, and was erected 
without the consent in writing of the ap ts. It was fixed to the 
front of the building by means of six bolts at the bottom and two sky 
rods at the top, which latter went through the wall. For the appellants 





it was contended that the ag, pt had put up a projection within the 
meaning of section 73 of the London Building Act, 1894. Hall v. London 
County Council (47 W. R. 376; 1901, 1 K. B. 580) was distinguishable, 
For the respondent it was contended that the case was covered by the 
above case of Hall v. London County Council. 

Tue Court (Lord Auverstonz, C.J., and Lawrance and Rivtey, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J.—I don’t desire to withdraw anything I have 
said as to Haillv. London County Council not being a satisfactory decision, but 
I desire to repeat what I have said on former occasions, that it is of great 
importance that there should be uniformity of decision in this court, 
That being so, I do not think we can fairly distinguish this case from Hal 
v. London County Council, and this appeal must be therefore dismissed, 
—CovunseL, Avory, K.C., and Daldy; Danckwerts, K.C., and Bingley, 
Soricrrors, W. A. Blaziand ; 


[Reported by Aan Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]| 


SYMONS v. BAKER. Div. Court. 5th August. 


Suipprne—Lianiiity or Kine's Surrs to Pay Pinotage Dugrs—Personat 
Lrapitity or Master or Sarp—Menrcuant Sxiprine Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
Vicr. c. 6), 8. 741. 


This was a special case stated by the stipendiary magistrate of Cardiff, 
and raised an interesting question as to the liability of the King’s ships to 
pay pilotage dues. The facts of the case are as follows: A complaint was 
preferred against Henry Symons for the recovery of £4 4s. for the pilotage 
of a steamship known as The Kharki by the respondent, and judgment was 
given in his favour for the amount claimed. Zhe Kharki was a coal vessel 
owned by his Majesty’s Government. She was a collier exclusively 
engaged in going backwards and forwards to various ports, carrying coal 
for the Navy. She flew the Devonport Dockyard flag, but not the Navy 
flag, and carried no guns. She was not registered under the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, but had been surveyed by the Board of Trade, and 
appeared in the Navy List under the heading ‘‘ List of small steam vessels, 
tugs, &c.,employed on harbour service.” The appellant held a Board of Trade 
certificate as master mariner, and was employed by the Devonport Dockyard 
authorities as master of The Kharki. He was not an officer of the Royal Navy, 
The respondent is a licensed pilot for Cardiff, and piloted The Kharki on 
four occasions. On the 20th of May, 1904, the respondent made a demand in 
writing as provided by section 591 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
for payment of the dues. The appellant failed to comply with the demand, 
Section 741 of the Merchant Shipping Act provided: ‘‘ This Act shall not, 
except when specially provided, apply to ships belonging to his Majesty.” 
On behalf of the appellant it was contended that the ship being the 
property of his Majesty was protected by section 741 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act. The master was merely the agent of the Crown. Counsel 
cited The Cybele (26 W. R. 345, 3 P. D. 8) and The Woolsang (1 P. D. 
260). On behalf of the respondent it was admitted that the ship 
was the property of his Majesty, but having regard to the language of the 
Bristol Channel Pilotage Act it was contended that the ship was liable to 
dues. It was also contended that the appellant as master was personally 
liable for the pilotage dues. 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstonz, 0.J., and Lawrance and Ruvzer, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstonz, C.J.—The point which seems to have weighed with 
the magistrate, that this was not a King’s vessel because the particular 
services upon which this ship was engaged were what I may call com- 
mercial purposes, cannot be maintained. I think the facts shew that The 
Kharki was employed as a coal tender taking coal to the ships of his 
Majesty’s Navy, and was therefore clearly a King’s ship and within the 
words of section 741 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. This conviction 
can therefore only be supported on the ground either that a King’s ship 
was liable to pilotage dues under the Bristol Channel Pilotage Act or on 
the ground that the master of any ship is liable to pay the charge fixed 
for pilotage if he chooses to employ a pilot. I think that the language of 
the Act is not strong enough to make a King’s ship liable to pay the scale 
of pilotage fees fixed by the bye-laws made under that Act. I am of 
opinion, therefore, that the Bristol Channel Act and the Merchant Shipping 
Act are not binding upon the Crown for the purpose of creating a debt by 
the Crown in respect of services rendered. Upon the other point I do no 
think that the master can be held liable because he ordered the pilotage. 
He was the master of the King’s ship, and he acted as a master on 
of the Crown. He was an agent in the ordinary sense, and unless it was 
intended that the obligation should be an ordinary one the contention falls 
to the ground.—Counsz1, Sir R. B. Finlay, A.G., and Mills ; Pickford, K.Cy 
and Hurran. Soxicrrors, Solicitor to the Board of Trade; Cohen. 


[Reported by Ataw Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 








An account has been published shewing the rceipts and expenditure in 
respect of the High Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal during the 
year ended the 31st of March. The total receipts for the year amounted 
to £511,655 18s. 8d., compared with £508,121 13s. for last year, being a0 
increase of £7,498 14s. 2d., or a net increase, after deducting £3,534 8s. 6d. 
representing a decrease in the amount of dividends and interest and mis- 
cellaneous receipts, of £3,534 5s. 8d. The total expenditure for the year 
amounted to £627,857 16s. 8d., compared with £622,877 4s. 6d. for last 
year, being an increase of £7,349 1s. 1d., or a net increase, after various 
deductions, of £4,980 12s. 2d. The return specifies the salaries of jut 
(including of Lord Chancellor, £6,000. per annum) and re 
annuities of j , £178,851 2s. 8d.; salaries of officers, judges’ 

&c., £242,980 176. 1d. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr, J. S. Duepaxe, K.C., Recorder of Birmingham, has been appointed 
Chancellor of the new Bishopric of Birmingham. 

Mr. J. B. Oars, J.P., solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. J. B. Clarke & 
(o., has been appointed Registrar of the Diocese of Birmingham and 
Registrar of the newly-formed Archdeaconry of Birmingham. 

Mr. E. Mutner-Jones has been appointed Recorder of Carmarthen, in 
the place of Mr. Arthur Lewis, resigned, on appointment to be Stipendiary 
Magistrate at Pontypridd. 

Mr. Percrvat Ciarxg, barrister-at-law, has been appointed one of the 
Counsel to the Board of Trade in Bankruptcy and Companies Winding- 
up Cases, in succession to Mr. Guy Stephenson, who resigned on being 
appointed Assistant Solicitor to the Treasury recently. Mr. Clarke is the 
son of Sir Edward Olarke, K.C. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Joseph Harris, Freperick Raymonp Barser Linpsett, and Harry 
Lgonarp Harris, solicitors (Nicholls, Harris, & Lindsell), Altrincham and 
Manchester. Dec. 31. The said Frederick Raymond Barber Lindsell and 
Harry Leonard Harris will in future carry on the said business under the 
style or firm of Nicholls, Lindsell, & Harris. [ Gazette, Aug. 11. 





General. 


The Albany Law Journal chronicles the attainment of ninety years of age 
by Judge Charles Field, of Athol, Mass., who is said to be the oldest judge 
in the country in active judicial service. He holds court at Athol and 
Gardner several days each week. 


On the 11th inst. the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts: 
Consolidated Fund (Appropriation), Churches (Scotland), Aliens, Medical 
Act (1886) Amendment, Unemployed Workmen, East India Loans 
(Railways), Naval Works, Expiring Laws Continuance, Public Works 
Loans, Trade-Marks, and Isle of Man (Customs), and to a large number of 
private Bills, 

The criminal process in the Bonmartini case ended at Turin on the 11th 
inst. It began in October, 1904, and, says the Daily Mail, over 400 
witnesses were examined, and the correspondence which passed between 
the accused and was seized by the police filled thirty-five folio volumes. 
The crime of which these people were adjudged guilty was committed, 
says the Evening Standard, exactly three years ago, in August, 1902. For 

years, or close upon it, they have been in prison, dragged out at 
intervals for preliminary examinations, and gent again for another long 
and heart-devouring wait. Andnow they are sentenced to terms of solitary 
confinement—two of the men to thirty years’ each, the countess and her 
alleged lover to ten years’, and a maid to seven years’. Those who know what 
solitary confinement under the Italian régime means will realize how 
infinitely less merciful than death are such sentences-as these. We are a 
brutal nation, we English, because we send women to execution. But we 
do not torture women like this, nor men either. 


The decision of the Court of Appeals in the case of Albert T. Patrick 
accused of the poisoning of Millionaire Rice in 1900, that the conviction 
must stand, is being sharply criticized, says the Albany Law Journal, for 
the reason that the result was reached by the close vote of four to three. 
Judge O’Brien writes a dissenting opinion in which Judges Vann and 
Oullen concur, in which he unequivocally declares that the accused did not 
have a fair and impartial trial; that there has been a disregard of the 
fundamental principle of the common law that before anyone can be con- 
victed of murder or manslaughter it must be clearly proved that the 
death of a human being was feloniously accomplished. Absolute 
unanimity in the highest court is, of course, not provided for by 
law, but it would seem that where so much real doubt exists as is found 

this case the execution of the sentence would be little short of judicial 
murder. Public sentiment would hardly sustain the carrying out of the 
death penalty under such conditions. “As for the accused » he 
boldly declares that he is not willing to ask or accept a reprieve from the 
executive, but that he only desires further delay in order to permit the 
ge _—_ ved oe eat ages to review the proceedings had. Patrick 

made a gallant fight for life, and, notwithstanding the decision of 
Court of Appeals, the end is not yet. iced sa 


At the rising of Court of Appeal No. 1 for the Long Vacation the Master 
of the Rolls said that he desired to make some remarks with regard to the 
- of business in this division of the court. They had not attempted to 
aw with the final list during the present sittings. The final list was not 
; such a forward condition as he could wish it to be, but he did not think 
ts condition was such as to give any cause for anxiety. They had dealt 
With all the causes in that list which had been entered up to six months 
on with the exception of a few earlier ones which had for some reason or 

er survived, They thought it better in this division to deal continu- 
ay. , 88 far as possible, with one particular list, rather than to take each 
a alternately for short periods. During these sittings they had concen- 
Mee their attention almost entirely on the new trial paper, which con- 
ed that part of the business which it was most important to deal with 





as quickly as possible, They had disposed of all the applications for new 
trials which were down for hearing at the beginning of the term, and some 
others ; in fact, all that had been entered up to the 22nd of June. On the 
whole the number of cases which had not been reached in both lists was 
not so large as at this time last year. He desired to add that they could 
not have attained this result without the assistance of the other division of 
the court, who had helped them earlier in the year in disposing of cases in 
the final list. 

“ Solicitors,” writing to the Westminster Gazette, on “Unclaimed 
Property,”’ says: ‘‘If the Chancellor of the Exchequer is looking out for 
new sources of revenue he might well direct his attention to the unclaimed 
property in the hands of companies, bankers, auctioneers, and other 
persons, some of whom show no anxiety to discover the true owners. A 
case has recently come before us which we think may interest the public. 
A testator died in the year 1866, holding thirty shares in a well-known fire 
and life assurance company. Twenty of these shares were sold by the 
executors. The i ten shares were entirely forgotten, The 
executors’ names and addresses were registered in the company’s books, 
and the dividends accruing upon the shares were, in the words of the 
secretary, ‘held in suspense since Mr. *s death, in accordance with 
the company’s articles.’ No intimation was sent to the executors that the 
dividends were accruing and were unclaimed. ({t seems to have been 
thought sufficient, as we are informed by the company’s solicitors, ‘that 
the dividends were declared at the annual general court, notices of which 
and of the declaration of the dividends were advertised in the public 
Press.’ In the year 1904 the executors received a letter from the 
solicitors of a company whose business it is to trace dormant funds, stating 
that if the executors would agree to pay to the er 50 per cent. of 
any sum which might be recovered, information would be given which 
would probably lead to the recovery of unclaimed funds belonging to the 
testator’s estate. This communication was put into our hands, and we at 
once proceeded to examine the testator’s and executor’s papers, to discover 
whether any of the estate was outstanding. After prolonged search, and 
incurring considerable expense— the business having come into our hands 
long after the testator’s death—we succeeded in g the missing shares. 
The assurance company made them over in due course, and the arrears of 
dividends were paid; but the company wholly declined to pay anything 
on account of interest on the dividends during the thirty-eight years since 
the testator’s death. It would be for the Chancellor of the equer 
to obtain Parliamentary powers to upon every company, bank, firm of 
auctioneers, &c., to @ a return of all property which for a certain 
number of years has remained unclaimed, to require that it should be 
handed over to the State, subject, of course, to the claims of the persons 


entitled.’’ 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Reversions, Lire Pouicies, axp SHARES, 


Mesers. H. E. Foster & Crawyrrecp held their usual Deaethte Sh (No. 793) of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following were Sold at the 
prices named :— 

REVERSIONS : s. a, 
To One- fifth of £1,610 4s, Sold 105 0 0 
To One-eighth of £2,000 1 =» wv » 189000 
POLICIES :— 
For £3,500... ° ee oe eee ees eco = ose » 2,800 0 0 
For £298 12s. soo ooo oni eee one . » 17% 00 
ENDOWMENT POLICIES for £250 ast” mt ae we ee ee 
SHARES in United Cigarette Machine Co, (Limited) ee lo gy ae ae 








. . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Aug. 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep 1m CHANCERY. 

A D Baryett, Loorep—Creditors are uired, on or before Sept 21, to send their names 
an s to Charles Howell Hovey, 1 and 2, Gt Winchester st 

B Pzrixs & Sox, Luarep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 11, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wm Charles 
Walters, 179, Bermondsey st 

G M Pro Liu1rep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to send 
thai namae and o@tveioen, eam @e i of their debts or claims, to John Henry 
Marks, 118, Fenchurch st. Stokes, st, solor for liquidator 

Iuprovep Exectric Grow Lamp Co, Luurrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 12. to send their names and and the of their debts or claims, 
to —— 19, St Dunstan’s Gt Tower st. Greenip & Co, George st, 
Mansion House, solors for liquidator 

N A G Avromosite Co or Great Barrain axp Irevaxp, Lourep (ne Ligurpatiox)— 
Gretitors are required on or orn PGs hanes end ahbrewen, ond the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to D. Goatly, 110, Cannon st. Worthington 

Co, solors for liquidator 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwrep in CHANCERY. 

Eanest Beatuox, Lumrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 9, directed to be heard 

A must reach the 


28. Benjamin, Coleman st, solor for petner. Notice of 
Sg eerie inter than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Aug 


Movuwrarw Asn awp Apgrpare VALLEY AERATED eam Sar anp Livery Guam 
Co, Lr p—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, send names 
CHirescos, nnd the particulars of their debts or claime, to John Christopher, 





Allen st, Mountain Ash 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette,—Fripay, Aug. 4, 
Hoorgr, Samvet, Hatherleigh, Devon, Surveyor Sept 30 Hooper v Hooper, Swinfen 
Eady, J Hewitt, Walbrook 
London Gazette-—Fripay, Aug. 11. 
Banrnagp, Joux, Epsom Sept 30 Barnard v Hill, Farwell, J Hepburn, Westbourne grove 
BuoTH, Samurn Barker, Gray’ ~ _ 8q, Solicitor Oct2 Coni & Cov Booth, Kekewich, J 
Cook, Serjeante’ inn, F 
cane reiki itniaiaat Aug. 15, 


Dopp, Grantuam Rosert, New Broad st, Solicitor Oct1 Dodd v Dodd, Swinfen Eady, J 
Thatcher, Essex st, Strand 

a Aston, Warwick Sept 16 Oxford v Shakespeare, Joyce, J Skakespeare 
& 


m 
Goopacrz, Rosert vosmaen, Eotewten, Architect Sept 30 Towers v Goodacre, Farwell 
and Swi i 


Swinfen Eady, JJ pson, Leicester 
= Timotuy, leston Hall, Durham F aaa 20 Awde vy Hutchinson, Buckley 
arrington, JJ Few, Surrey st, Strand 
eee A esi James, Brighton Sept 30 Freeman vy Inwood, Kekewich, J Carter, 
Chancery In 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasetie.—Fripay, Aug. 11. 


Apaus, Joux, Gt Grimsby Oct1 Wainwright, Gt Grimsby 

AwpERSON, JonN Feepenric, Maidenhead 1 Weed rf Mason, ' ace 
Bartow, Mary Any, Macclestield Sept 16 y & Son, Macclesfield 

Rrowy, Ricsarp, Lincoln, G rocer Sept 4 Hebb & Bills, Lincoln 

Soaneae, Joun — Park st, Southwark, Gas Engineer Sept 18 Farlow & Jackson, 


Cane, Witt14m, Retford Octi31 Mee & Co, Retford 
Carver, James Henny, Blackpool, Butcher Sept 15 Woodall, B 
Creaga, Capt B P, Rathorpe Gart,co Galway Sept1 C V Creagh, <a rd, Black- 


Cares, Ricnarp, West Smithfield, Basket Manufacturer Sept 12 Gibbs & Co, East- 


P 
Cxrorrs, Matiupa, Richmond, Surrey Oct31 Mee & Co, Retford 
Destos, Mary Anvze Eizasers, Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester Sept 13 Smith & Co, 
Ashby de la Zouch 


Dixon, Evtex, Akroydon, Malifax Sept14 Longbotham & om, Halifax 
Donsox, ANNE, Birkdale le" Aug 30 ‘Teebay & Lynch, Liverpoo! 


Dove.as, Jonx, Handsworth Oct10 Parr & Co, B a 
Hatt, Josuva Jounx Epuvxp, Licensed Victualler Sept 12 Mitchell, Bir- 
Hatt, Sazas, Bi Licensed Victualler Sept12 Mitchell, Birmingham 


Hagtiey, teeny Accrington Sept 30 Bunting, Accrington 
Hatcumas, be Tavistock pl, Kensal Green, Wood Turner Sept 8 Welman & 


Sept 22 P & 
— At. pt ennington Son, 


Heap, Atzeret Wii114m, Southsea, China Merchant 14 Pink, Portsmouth 
sis.op, Grorraey, Victoria st Sept 6 Romer, Bucklersbury 

Joxes, EDWARD, Bhyl, Flint, Labourer Sept 18 Pierce-Lewis, Rhyl 

Joxes, Hawywau, Rhyl, Fiint Sept 18 Pierce-Lewis, Rhyl 

Luoyp, Etty, Redland, Bristol Sept 22 

Logy, ALBERT Hazewoop, 


grove 
Haytox, be Damier, Upper Tulse hill, Surveyor 


Lvasp, Louisa Axsiz, Montagu pl, Montagusq Sept 12 Freshfields, Old Jewry 





Trapnell, Bristol 
Egypt Sept 14 Gcddard & Co, St Michael’s alley, | 


Mrpeeo, furonnc, Upper Addison sda opt 23 ‘Dawes & Sons, Ange ¢ 
LDRED, DERIC, Upper ensington pt awes ns, 
Moraan, Moraay, Hirwain, Glam tS Evans, Aberdare 

OuIv ™ bat HexpEnsos, - he ill, York, Mercantile Clerk Sept 16 Holtby & 

r, or 

Pansons, Anne J ANE, Blackheath Sept 29 Saw & Sons, Queen Victoria st 

Peart, Henry, Worle, Somerset Septi4 Green-Army'’ , Bristol 
Pues, Saran Jaye, Baschurch, Salop Sept 23 Sprott & orris, Shewsbury 
Sarceant, AntauR Tuomas, Norton, —_ ~AL 18 —" & Barker, Sheffield 
Suira, Naxcy, Bury, Lanes Sept 18 & Sons, B 
SmiTH, Wim, Sandyford, Tunstall, — Sept 9 Hollin ~— Tunstall 
STANSFIELD, Barker, South Shore, Blackpool Sept 16 Callis, Blackpool 
| LOB, ‘or SP ntea elie . pt 10 eghens, Cardi ‘ 

‘owGoop, Mary Pui ips, gate 15 Sharpe 0, New c 
Watt, Tuomas, Droitwich, igbente Sap 1 Sept 11 Thomas & Co 2 
Wesser, HERBert, Exeter Sept 12 Friend & Sarbet, Exeter 
We tts, Rarnatp, Twyford, Berks, Civil eer Nov6 Ley & Co, Carey st 
WHITEHEAD, Jonny, Hulme, Manchester, idler Sept1 Preston & ‘Smith, Manchester 
Wittsy, Joun Toomas Epwarp, Heavitree, Devon Aug24 Petherick & Sons, Exeter 


London Gaszette.—Turspay, Aug. 15. 
doom, Rosezgt Lawson, Nelson, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler Sept 18 Mossop, 


Aue, Sir Eowaxp F.zx1, The Boltons, South Kensington Sept 26 Stephenson & Co, 
Ancuer, Epira Gertrupg, Heaton Moor, nr Stockport Sept 20 Bond & Son, Man- 
a. Heapham t 9 4 hing emma 

BootianD, Tuomas, Sutton upon Derwent, York, Innkeeper Sept 23 Crombie & Bons, 


18 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 


Bucyt, Minniz, Doughty st Novl 
ork 


Bowpen, Cuarues, Poynton, Chester July 12 Bindloss & Knowles, Manchester 

Cuarnock, Ricnarp Sreven, Millman st, Bedford row Sept 29 Edwards & (Co, 
Lawrence In, Cheapside 

Crarxke, Samve., Avenue rd, Regent’s Park Sept 15 Wilson & Co, Coptball bldgs 

CLULow, ADELINE Gopwiy, Liverpool Sept 12 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 


Coox, Jouy, Witham, Essex —_ 29 Blood, Witham 
Coors, Warren, —_ Brighton, Commission Agent Sept 23 Rose-Innes & Co, 
iter sq 


Dosa, Freperic, West Didsbury, Tea Merchant Sept 23 C r, Manchester 

Fissiz, Hannan, Malvern Wells, Worcester Oct 21 Barlow, lvern 

Fiera, "Nancy, Hyde, Chester Aug 21 Smith & Brooks, Btockport 

Gray, Grorcr ENGLEHEART Southampton Oct2 Hallett & rtin, Southampton 

Harsaway, EvizaBers, Redland, Bristol Sept 12 Gouldsmith & Gribble, Bristol 

Henty, Rosert, Abbots Langley, Herts Novl Haigh, Coleman st 

Horvig.p, Cuar.es, Penshurst, Kent, Butler Sept8 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

oer HeEngietTTA, Sinclair rd, Kensington Sept 15 Bull & Bull, King st, Hammer- 
smit 

Lzaca, Henry Pemperton, Wetherby gdns, South Kensington, Solicitor Oct 10 Weir& 
o, London wall 

Lrxzs, Francis, 8t Paulswalden, Hertford, Farmer Aug31 Passingham, Hitchin 

Menrnitt, Franx, Newcastle under Lyme, Milk Seller Aug 23 Raby, Newcastle, Staffs 

Owen, Mary, Redland, Bristol Sept 12 Gouldsmith & Gribble, Bristol 

PICKERING, GerorcianA, Kingston on Thames Oct 14 Fox, Kingston on Thames 

QuiLTEeR, Epwarp Freperick, Savile row Sept 20 Young & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 

Renton, Sytvia Mary Firorence, Hyde Park gins Oct1 Payne, Budge row 

Rosins, CHaRLEs, Cheltenham Sept14 Lamb, Cheltenham 

RowsorTTom, ety? Henry, Heaion Chapel, nr Stockport, Cigar Manufacturer Sept 18 


Seat, Haney, Northampton Sept 30 Sewell & Maugham, Lancaster pl, Strand 

SuirH, Heney Casares, Walsali Oct 12 Evans, Walsall 

Swarts, Ricnarp Mark, Canterbury, Baker Oct 9 Mowll & Mowll, Canterbury 

Timms, Tuomas, Hassall, Farmer Sept 24 Bygott & Sons, Sandbach, Cheshire 

Upsos, Harriet, Chilton Sept 29 Steed & Steed, — oe i 

Wane, Mary, Brighouse, York Sept15 Jubb & Co, Ha 

Wasegey. i Chorlton cum Hardy, nr “Al Oct 16 Jones, Queen 
ictoria 

West, Marrua, Birmingham Sept8 Baker, Birmingham 

bales =~ Last Samuzt, Aylsham, Norfolk, Watchmaker Sept 19 Stevens & Co, 
orwi 











Birmingham, Builder Birming- 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fauivay, Aug. 11, 
RECEIVING OKDERS. 
Apams, Ropert Cuantzs, Ki oa. Hull, Hosier 


ngston 
Kingst.n upon Hull Pet Augs 
Acus, nad dsr, Swinton, York, tame Athefiela Pet 


AxDsgxs0s, Fano, Weaverthorpe, Yorks, Farmer Scar- 
a = une sae 

ANDERSON, A an rd Green, Easex High Court 
Pa July 4 Ord aug 8 

Baixexivoz, Fraycis Joux, Bishopsgate st ow, 
Produce Merchant High Court Pet July 3 
vg 

Batseziver, Joszrn Warter, Buxton, Coach Proprietor 
Stockport Pet Augs Ord Aug 8 -” 

eee om By Basinghall st High Court Pet May 

Aug 

Beaviey-Aumiracz, Exyest, rele Cycle Agent 
Canterbury Pet Aug 8 Ord A’ 

Beaxp,B B, err couse, — High Court 
Pet et July 19 Ord Aug 8 

Cooxz, Hexny Joux, Southsea, vey Surgeon 
oe Pet July 22 Ord Aug 9 

Ce, See Seems, Worcester, Draper Worcester 
as? 

at Ok. Brixton, Chemist High Court Pet 

duly 17 Ord Aug 6 


Ceoumt, Tuomas Fuancis Ricumoxp, Richmond, Surrey 
HKestaurant Keeper Wandsworth Pet Aug 8 Ord 


L ———-., JosErn, vert 





Crosnaw, Gronce Hexerrt, K upon Hull Kings- 
ton upon Hull Pet Aug 9 “Ses anes 

Davitos, Many Jaxx, Aston, ny a Se Butcher Birming- 
ham Pet July 21 Ord Aug 8 | 

Dewavner, Hesny, Farnworth, Lancs, Labourer Bolton 
Pet Augs Ord Augs 


me Davip 5 Obame Bangor, House Painter Bangor 


Eevuass, vat Combeiage 7 Dra; 
High Court "Ont Ann region oath 


- : July 18 4, 
VANS, a oy numas, Charing Charing Ctbes Grocer h 
Court 4 June 2 Ord July 22 -— | 


Fie_pinc, Epwagp, jun, 
ham PetAugs Ord Aug3 

Fisnzr, Cragg, Mlescar, nr Barnsley, Joiner Barnsley 
Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 

Fostes, Exssest Cunistoruxn Surbiton, Surrey, Ladies’ 
Tailor Kingston, Surrey Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 

Fow.er, Feanx Kentisbeare, Devon, Dairyman Exeter 
Pet Aug 4 Ord ~~ > 

Faizsz, AbA Maaziz, Portland rd, Holland Park High 
Court Pet July 20 Ord Aug5 

Grirritas, Artuus Epwakrp, Llandrindod Wells, Draper 
Newtown Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 

Henuxvu, Atpert, Queen Victoria st, Managing Director 

h Court Pet July 20 Ord Aug 4 

Hueee.1, Jony, jun, Darli , Shoemaker Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 

witty Leicester, Plasterer Leicester 


ELLER all fame, Southsea, Grocer 
Ord Aug 
anes, coon’ dg High Court Pet July 5 


Au 
Moncoax, _ ae Wituams, C p -uanaligyetale, 
Butcher Neath Pet Aug 9 Ord A ‘ 


Moraeiss, Jor Suvurrtesorrom, Tot ,» Journalist 
High Court Pet July 19 an Eh 
New, Lor, = Evesham bourer Worcester 


Pet Aug 9 | 

Saran Tp ok dau | Butcher Exeter Pet Aug 
2 O 2 

Ostves, Paxoanicn, rr Cycle Agent Guildford 
Pet Aug5 Ord A 

Papoett, Heasest Hn Southport, Lancaster Liverpool | 
Pet July 22 Ord ug 9 

Pace, Haney, hed ay reer Bedford, Butcher Bedford 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 


Foo * oa Gnronoe, es Detby, Commission Agent Derby 


Ord Aug 


Quran, Frousn, Halitex, Baker Halifax Pet Aug 5 


em , rr Leamington Warwick Pet 


Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 
| Bevorave, Eowasp Burier, Bedford, Upholsterer Bed- 
ford Pet Aug8 Ord A 
Routiepes, Ceci rw _ wt, Traveller High | 
Court Pet A pril 6 June 27 


| Woopueap, Jonny, iy ge 


Sura, Gzorcr, Ikeston, Warp Hand Derby Pet Aug4 
Ord Aug 4 


Suirx, Witiam, Huddersfield, Insurance Agent Hudders- 
field Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Tuomas, Tuomas, ~ Brass Founder Cardiff Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug 
eee om re Birkdale, Grocer Liverpool Pet July 
14 ug 8 
Wi kins, Gorge Henry, Weston super Mare, Surveyor 
Bristol Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Wixtox, Joun Ricuarp, and Artaur Saaw Bavunpe 
— Fancy Drapers High Court Pet Aug 9 
ug 
Wooprorp, Tuomas Hatt, Mere, wae, Relieving Officer 
Salisbury Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 
Cabinet Maker Preston 
Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 
Wonrsiey, Joun Srapieton, Seaton Carew, nr West 
very Agent Sunderland Pet Aug 5 
rd Au 
Wares, ‘tal Wi.uam, Exminster, Devon, Dairyman 
Exeter Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 


RECEIVING ORDER cee AND PETITION 


James, Cuantes Toomas CLement, Charing Cross Court of 
Appeal Rec Ord June2 Resc and Dis Aug 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Acregoons, | Tuomas, Woodford Green, Essex Aug 24 at 1 


ruptcy b! , Carey 
Barxpurvor, Francis Joux, B psgate st Without, Pro- 
duce Merchant Aug 25 at 12 Bankruptey bldgs, 


Carey st 

Batxs, ALyrep, Whitstable, Kent, t, Cycle Dealer Aug 19 at 
10 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Ca 

Bunrixy, Faank D, Portland Sours, ‘Basinghall st Aug & 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Buaxp, RB, London wall Aug 25 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Burton, "Aten, ot Park bg be onl 
tle Par Nottingha: 

Cuocken, Gxonor, Brixton, Chemist ae 25 at 1 Bank- 
gr, Carey st 


Aug 21 at 3 Off 


sy b 
© ox¥ouD, Surrinus, My ny Manservant Aug 25 at 
11.80 Court House, Burnley 
















Holtby & 


heffield 
i 
ngham 


nchester 
Exeter 


Mossop, 
son & Co, 
lon, Man- 


> & Bons, 
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y, cinoma ae Sen, Labourer Aug 








Dewavnst, Henr 
Mat3 19, Exchange #t, 
, Davi, Cambrid; en » Ladbroke rove, Draper 
Aug 28 at A ” Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 
WH, Teddington Aug 22 at 11.30 24, Railway 
London Bridge 






on. Frayk, Kentisbeare, Devon, Dairyman Aug 31 
3 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
@ussx, Ropent, {Lower ‘Broughton, ey Grocer Aug 19 
atil Off ..ec, Byrom st, Mancheste’ 
Hisgsv, pean. — Victwie 6 1: Meneging Dixector 
24 at 11 ptey arey st 
Rn Watrtsr, 8t Anne’s on Sea, Lancs, Builder 
‘Aug 28 at 2.80 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Kerr, J C, Upper Hamilton ter, Maida Vale, Horse Dealer 
Aug %ati1 Bankru y bldgs, Carey st 
Kre, GEORGE, Mee ‘Glam, Painter Aug 21 at 3 
135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Ko, Wittiam, Brighton Aug 21 at 11 Off Rec, 4, 
vilion bldgs, Brighton 
aoe, Prroy M, Paulton’s sq, Chelsea Aug 21 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, = 
Layocsy, AnTHuR, Dover, General Dealer Aug 19 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
gis Unasczs D, George st, Hanover sq, Jeweller Aug 
%at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Maxsox, Frances Benrievp, Guildford st, Russell sq Aug 
Qiat1it Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
cae, Jouy, Dover, Mineral Water Manufacturer Aug 
19atil Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Mvane.t, JOHN Wim Percy, West Norwood Aug 21 at 
1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey ‘st 
Newrox, Joun Tuomas, Exeter, Butcher Aug 31 at 10.30 
Off Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Nostra, Jonn Wits, Undercliffe, Bradford, Commission 
Agent Aug22at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Panurrs & Co, J, London wall, Mining Engineers Aug 22 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Pwoxur, JosepH Arruur, Royton, Lancaster, Pork Butcher 
Aug 22 at 11 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
Quszy, Tuomas, Halitax, a "Aug 23 at 3.30 Off 
Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 
RatcuFF, Some Epsunp, Eecmiagten Aug 21 at 10.45 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Covent: 
Rawiins, CHARLES E, ’ Birming! Baker Aug 21 at 11 
191, Corporation st, Birming ham 
Beswick, Gzores, Burton on mn ‘Trent, Photographer Aug 
Watll Off Rec, 47, Ful st, Derby 
ae, Wis, ‘and Gzorer Rionarpson, Ponte 
. Fish Dealers Aug 21 at 11 Off Ree, 6, 
Bond Rg " Wakefield 
SuatEEs, Wituas Vitiiers, Westgate on Sea, Kent Aug 
19at12 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
Tonus, Jonn, and Wricut Tiuats, Failswcrth, Lancaster, 
ae Smiths Aug 22 at lu Off Rec, Greaves st, 


Toca, Lzorotp, Putnéy, Engineer Aug 22 at 1 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Warnes, Austin, and Josrrn Cree, Leicester, Builders 
Aug 2lati12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

a Grorce, Chiswick, Laundryman Aug 22 at 11 

kruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

— Freperick WILLIAM, Exminster, Devon, Dairyman 

Aug 21 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 


Amended notices substituted et those published in 
the London Gazette of Aug 8: 


a, peenes, South Shields, Bricklayer Aug 19 at 11 
90, Moatey st, st, Newcastle on Tyne 

net, Writrax . Tweedmouth, North- 

umber! Victualler Aug 16 at 11.30 Off 

Reo, 30, Musley at st, Newcastle on Tyne 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apaus, Ropzat Cuar.es, Kingston upon Hull, Hosier 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 

Acus, Jony Henny, Swinton, York, Carter Sheffield Pet 
Augs Ord Aug 8 

Axperson, Frep, Weaverthorpe, F aaa Farmer Scar- 
borough Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 

Baypaiper, Joseph WALTER, 1 Coach Proprietor 
Stockport Pet Aug &@ Ord A’ 

_ Bannan, Sipvey, Ilford, Essex C eee Pet March 

% Ord Aug 5 

a -*) Le =p Cheriton sq, Balham Wandsworth Pet 

ly Au 
“i. , Cardiff, Stockbroker Cardiff Pet July6 Ord 


Boaerk, Warren CyHaries Fresurieip C.LiFForD, 
Thames Ditton High Court Pet June 14 Ord aug 4 
Brows, Jonny Watrer, Bonham 1d, Brixton, Engineer 
High Court Pet Feb13 Od Aug 7 
en aT een gdnssq High Court Pet June 
u 
Cosvor, Uaus Ropunr, Worcester, Draper Worcester 


Pet Aug9 Ord A 
_- 18 Ricuwonp, Cambri ridge, 








































Cronmt, Tuomas 
> — Keeper Wandsworth Pet Aug 8 Ur 


ug 
Crosnaw, Grorax Heanert Kingston upon Hull Kin; 
ton upon Hull Pet Aug 9 Ord A rd Ag b ” 
Dewnvnst, Sense, Farnworth, Lancs, Labourer Bolton 
Pet Ai ae Ord Aug 8 
Donrrry, Patrick ew ete bldgs, Adelphi High 
E. Pet June2 Ord Aug5 
Lis, Ret "Ord Any Bangor, House Painter Bangor 
Aug 5 
Pine, wasp, jum jun, Birmingham, Builder Birming- 
F Pet ~_  B- Ord Aug 5 ? 
oa ta on ms or Barnsley, Joiner Barnsley 
u 
Porn tan Kn Kentinare, Devon, Dairyman Exeter 


mane ies Youu’ Bi ham, Butch ming- 
. ’ “Pet July 29 on aus pedis 
wr Asuts, Mivories High Court Pet bens 31 Ord 
Hut, ee A.uert, Anslow, Burton on 
’ ’ Wheel- 
wright Burton on Trent ‘Pet July 17 Ord dup 8 








ae >y Joun, jun, Darlington, Shoemaker Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 


—- JOSEPH, ons Leicester, Plasterer Leicester 
eA 


Ord A 
JonzEs, Eee ade ae Plumstead, Provision 
Dealer Wandsworth et July 6 Ord Aug 9 
Kerwe_i, WELLER CHARLES n Ames, Southsea, its, Grocer 
Portsmouth Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 
Kine, Grores, Suther’ aa, Camberwell, Horse Dealer 
High Conss Pet June 16° "Ord Aug 
Kine, WILLiaAmM I otgh ‘~~. Wttecha ay: oon 
house K eeper e' y Aug 9 
KLE1y gy ~ys — Tailor Preston Pet 


Tuly 26 

Seamed fy ; Houndodite, Sponge Importer High Court 
Pet June 14 Ord Aug 9 

Morean, THomas Witiams, Cwmgiedd, Ystradgynlais, 
Butcher Neath Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 

New, Lot, Evesham, oe Labourer Worcester 
Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 

Newrtoy, Jonny THomas, Saxeter, Butcher Exeter Pet Aug 
2 Ord Aug 2 

Owex, Roger, Machynlleth, Grocer Aberystwyth Pet 
July 17 Ord Aug7 

Page, rw tyre Bedford, Butcher Bedford Pet 
Aug 9 A 

Pearson, Davip Waam, Southampton, Dealer in Sewing 
Machines uthampton Pet July 21 Ord Aug5 

Pemperton, Grorcz Axntuur, Tenbury, Wo 4 
Agent Kidderminster Pet July19 Ord A’ 

Puitiies, Mavaice, eee © st Without, 

thier High Court Pet July 31 Ord Aug7 

Prart, Josepn, Oldham, Licensed Victualler O 
Pet July 11 Ord Aug 4 

Perum. 2 Davip Grorcz, ‘by, Commiesion Agent Derby 

Ord Aug 9 

Ranrono, Bonus Mees, Syet 8 gins, Hyde Park High 


Ic Sale 


June 21 Ord A 
me. ees Bon ‘Bedford, Upholsterer 
Bedford Pet Aug 8 


Raw ins, CHABLES Rn. Fy meaingham, Baker 

ham Pet July 1 Ord Aug3 

wey yy Iikeston, Warp Hand Derby Pet Aug 4 
4 


ug 
Ssuira, Wii.14m, Lochwood, Huddersfield, Insurance Agent 
uddi Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Ta, Joun, and Wricat Tumis, Failsworth, 
Smiths Oldham Pet July 4 Ord ax 
Wrstow, Bex: ants hg” Mont; st, adie 


Pet May” 27 Ord 
,- 3 
Wanemn, JAMES, , Greengrocer Birmingham 
Pet July 31 ond Aug 5 


——-> Jouy, ad Kent, Builder Croydon Pet 
April13 Ord July 27 

Wittay, Grorncze Artaur. Woburn Sands, Buckingham 
Luton Pet May 23 Ord Aug8 

Witsox, MarGaret ——— Blackpool Preston 
Pet July 14 Ord Aug 9 

WI1s0x, omas, Keswick, Cumberland, Pencil Manu- 
facturer Cockermouth Pet ae Ord Aug 5 

Woopueab, Joun, Blackpool, Cabinet Maker Preston Pet 
Aug9 Ord Aug9 

Wors.ey, Joun Stapieton, Seaton Carew, nr West Hartle- 

, Insurance Agent Sunderland PetAug5 Ord 


Aug 5 
Wrex, F 'REDERICK WILLIAM, — oe Devon, Dairyman 


Exeter Pet Aug 5 Ord’ eat 
Wriest, Jouy, Dar! s, Grocer Walsall Pet 
Augl Ord Aug 4 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug 15. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avass, ArTour Henry Josern, Birmingham, Cabinet 
Brass Founder citar B Pet Augll Ord Aug 11 

A.cock, JEFFERY, , Bedminster Licensed Vi ictualier 
ristol Pet Aug 


et 

ARNOLD, CHARLES , = my So oh Yeast Agent Here- 
ford Pet Aug ll Ord Aug ll 

Askew, Hersert, New eae Tailor Gt Grimsby 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 

BaLKwILt, SyDNEY Boer, ee Devon, Butcher 
Plymouth Pet Aug10 Ord A 

a Wituiam, 


10 0 Ord A 10 

ly Bout WwW ond Essex, 
High Court Peas iy 12 Ord 

seegeal, Builders Liverpool Pet 

Boanew, We Mania, Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet Aug 9 

Bryett, Davip Bewnett, Sloane Ag Estate Agent High 

a 10 Ord A 

Burn, Francis analy Manchester Pet 
July 27 Ord Aug 11 

Davis, ALERT Epwaagp. North Kensington, Baker High 
Court = Augil0 Ord Aug 10 


Binporr, ALFRED 
Licensed Vi 


Aug 12 
Reon & i D, 
July 22 Ord At 





Dovera ostan Sranrorp, Pitsford orthampton, 
Bulider “ orthampton Pet Aug 10 Ost Aug 10 
Exuiort, Semel Straw Goods 

Court Pet July 10 rd A “fi 
ercial Traveller 


om Freperiox Eranzst, 
sy = Pet Aug 10 oe ‘as 10 
Foasz.§ Saly 36 A gebyry Paper Merchant High Court 


me sj Aunear Jou Soper ee , Sanitary Surveyor 
Garresois, Aones, v Abbey id, ss John’s Wood, Court 
Dresemaker High Court Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 
Gang, Seeeaeeen, utnmey High Court Pet Aug 9 Ord 
_ Rurrat, Pickle Herring st, Southwark, 
High Court Pet July 2 rh Ord. Aug 3 


Hovis, Nanoy, and James Arnraur Hoyts, 
Leather Merchants Pet Au 10 0 Ol am Del aug 0 10 


Kaus, anaeee al — rd, Tailor 
A Ord A’ 


ug 11 ug 11 
Leaver, Henay “Tie ~- aoa Refincr Swansea 
Pet ‘April 10 Ord A’ 


Hick: 





Marpment, Atsext Jouy, Northallerton Northallerton 


aarssrgons Bax, Jan, Harrogate Yorks, Fancy Draper 

LLINSON, cy 

York Pet Augil Ord A 

Mitrorp, CHARLES, iste a , Tobac- 

N on Tyne Pet ‘Aug 9. Aug 9 

Nicnoits, Georer Rosert, Clarendon otting Hill, 
Butcher High Court Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Paicz, Henry Jony, Tilehurst, or , Engineer's 
Draughtsman Pet “Pet Ang 10 ¢ 10 Aug 10 

Paxrsons, Epwix, Ipswich, Merchant Ipswich Pet 
Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Parsons, WILLIAM, Worcester, Fruiterer 
Btourbridge Pet Pet A) _ pe F veg 

Pun, Sere 1 ee Builder Croydon Pet July 


Aug 10 
Ratpus, ‘crn ii York, Printer York Pet 


Stanley, 
Tyne Pet July 27 Ord Aug ry 
Regs, 1 oe Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet Aug 9 Ord 


A 
Rou, Henan, 1 Brierfield, Lancs, Grocer Burnley Pet 
ss ites Buryasy, Croydon Croydon 


ug 
Sparrow, CHARLES 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
Wageeeess, Hewry, Bolton, General Wire Worker Bolton 
‘ ot Ang 12 Ord Aug 12 o 
e, zORGE, Branksome, Dorset, General Merchan' 
Agent Poole Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ang? JoHN sy Swinton, Carter Aug 24 at 12 Off 


pn, JEFFERY, » Bristol, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 23 at 12 Of Ree, 26, Baldwin st, 
ANDERSON, FRED, Weaverthorpe, Yorks, Farmer Aug 23 


at4 74, New! 

Baxer, Grorce Henny ’s Heath, Worcester, Fruiterer 
Aug 23 at11 191 Corporation st, ‘Birmingham 

“Ye SYDNEY, Iiford, Aug 24 at 12 14, Bedford 

See, Saunas Amy a. Stafford, Baker Aug 
23 at 10 oon re verhampton 

Bo.tox, Ree loucester rd, 8 ey Builder 
Aug 23 at 11.30 Bankruptcy » 

Bryetr, Davip Bennett, Sloane sq, Estate Agent 
Aug 29 at 1 nek, Wa 

Buxton, aaeem Cottenham imbledon, Builder 
Aug 25 at 12.30 24, Railway 

CLEEvoN, _— Wi Grocer = 29 at 
11.30 Rec, 42, 8t John’s hill, Shrewsbury 


Connor, A. ER, Old , Worcester, Grocer Aug 24 at 11 
191, Corporation st, i 
Cooks, Henry Jony, Southsea, eterinary Surgeon Aug 24 


at3 Of Rec, Romer, Worcester High st, Pustemouth> 


Cosrorp, Usian Roperr, , Draper Aug 24 at 
Davey, James ALBERT, Somerset, Baker 
Aug 26 at 1230 10, Hammet st, Taunton 
Davis, ALBERT Epwarp, Wornington rd, North Kensing- 
ton, Baker Aug 29at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, gy Od 
aoa Freperick Eaxest, Westbury Park, Bristol, 
mercial Traveller Aug 23 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Bald- 


win st, Bristol 
Evans, ey a oll ray; mo Victualler 
Brass, HoWLaxD ‘owas: Charing Oro 7 rd, Grocer Aug 
A-ha! ‘yoiner Aug 23 at 10.15 


Foiey, Sipyry, ensington, Paper 
Merchant ‘Aug 29 at 11 fn Beskrontay Uige Ontos 
Gowea, ALBERT, gail, an , Machinist Aug 24 

atl2 1, nyt ~~ =F ee 
Gray, ALEXANDER, Putmey Aug 25 at 12 Bankruptcy 


bidgs, Carey st : 
Gricory, psamee Rosert, page Rhos Aug 23 at 12 


a Jouy, Birmingham, Butcher Aug 24 at 


12 191, Corporation st, Bir 
Hioxs, Epwarp Rurert, Pickle Herring st, Southwark, 


sng? at 12 Pee Paet” Carey st 

c——_ ov Et, by, Lei ug 23 
at 1 Leicester 

JonEs, 
Aug 25 at 11.30 24, ee app, London 

Kaus, Mavrice, Old Ken’ Ay hue at 11 
ay eek Sage cary 

Kewe.t, WELLER Cuarces Jaxrs, Southsea, Grocer Fortemoute 

peg tn High ——_ 


McLean, WituiaM Jame 
Aug 24at 12.15 Of an Oe County ceehen, Banaiet 


Stockport 

Marpment, ALsert Jonny, Northallerton Aug 28 at 11.30 
Court Hoase, Northalierton 

ery — teeny agar rd, Fulham Aug 28 
at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Mer, Tuomas Gorpon, Creigiau, or Cardiff, Commission 

ae. Aug at 1h 1, 11g, Be Mary st, Cart “ 
wy Guanes, Sewnets on Tyne, ug 

23 at 11.30 Ree, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
Moraiss, Jos SuvrrLenotrom, Tottenham Aug 23 at 12 


st 
New, Lor, orcester, Labourer Aug M at 10.90 


Nicnouis, Grones Roseat, Clarendon ri, Notting Hill, 
Buteher Aug 24 at 12 Bank Carey 


didgs, st 
weaee MOT Gon Figure re Aug & at 
Posten Epwin “a Potato Merchant Aug Matli 
Off Reo, 36, Princes at: I 
Rarrus, FREDERICK | Taowas, eee a Aug 24 at 2.30 
e louse, 
Sav a. Frepeaick Porriesrons, uabeldge Wells, 
hotographer Aug 23 at 11 Ott Heo, 4, Pavilion bldgs, 


Ihrighvon 
Snaxp, Grones ALExANDsR, Halton, 
Aug 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion Mbldge Beighton 
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Buta, Groros, Ikeston, Warp Hand Aug 23 at3 Off 
Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Sura, WirtiaM, Lockwood, Huddersfield, Insurance Agent 
Aug 23 at 2 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st, 
Hurdersfield 


Srark, Jony, Brooklands, Cheshire Aug 25 at12 Off Rec, 
23, King Edward st, Macclesfield _ 

Tuomas, Henseet, Bristol, Licensed Victualler Aug 23 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Wue ter, James, Birmingham, Greengrocer Aug 25 at 11 
191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Wittox, Jonn Ricnagp, and Artuur SHaw BrunpeEtt, 

igh rd, Kilburn, Fancy Drapers Aug 23 at 11 Bank- 

ruptcy bidgs, Carey st , seat 

Wooprorp, Tuomas Hatt, Mere, Wilts, Relieving Officer 
Aug 24 at 2.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 


Wricut, Jouy, Darlaston, Grocer Aug 23 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arnotp, Cartes Asnron, Hereford, Yeast Agent 
Hereford Pet Augil Ord Augil — : 

Askew, Hersert, New Cleethorpes, Tailor Gt Grimsby 

Pet ang? Ord Aug 9 , 

Arxinsox, Hezpert, Bath, Stationer Bath Pet July 12 
Ord Aug 11 , 

Batkwitt, Syoney Henry, Hatherleigh, Devon, Butcher 
Plymouth Pet = Ord Aug 10 

Borsnaw, Mantra, Walsall, Groccr Walsall Pet Aug 9 
Ord Aug 9 ° 

Bow tes, Gitsert Humrsrey, Kentish Town, Surveyor 
High Court Pet May20 OrdAugio _— 

Brapy, James Russet, Retired Sea Captain High Court 
Pet July7 Ord Aug 10 : : 
Browninc, Hueu C, Midhurst Brighton Pet April 17 

Ord Aug 


Butuncer, Beaxarp, Kilburn, Engineer High Court Pet 
May 15 Ord Aug 10 . 

Davis, ALBERT Epwarp, Wornington rd, 
Baker High Court bet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Dovetas, Jostan StanrorD, Northampton, Builder North- 
ampton Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Fizrcuer, W1i114M, Havant, Hants, Corset Manufacturer 
Portsmouth Pet July1 OrdAugil — 

Foaman, ALBgrt Jozx, Upper Norwood, Sanitary Surveyor 
Croydon PetAugi0 Ord Aug 10 : ” 

Foster, Erxgst Curistoruer, Surbiton, Ladies’ Tailor 

i , Surrey Pet Aug5 Ord = 

Gray, ALEXANDER, Putney High Court Pet Aug 9 Ord 

Aug 10 


Gansetes, Artuur Epwaszp, Llandrindod Wells, Draper 
Newtown Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 10 - 
Homewoop, Grorce Freperick, Leigh on Sea, Licensed 
Victualler Chelmsford Pet July 14 Ord Aug 10 
Hovis, Nancy, and James Artuur Hoyiz, Stonewell, 
Leather Merchants Preston Pet Aug 10 


Kensington, 


J 





Ord Aug 11 ‘ 

Kine, Wit114m, Patcham, Sussex, Farmer Brighton Pet 
July 13 Ord Augil 

Ksow.es, Wituiax PLexper.teiTta, Tweedmouth, North- 
umberland, Licensed Victualler Newcastle upon Tyne 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 10 ‘ 

Lampson, Percy Minanpa, Chelsea High Court Pet July 
10 Ord Aug ll 

Matpmest, AvBert Jouy, Northallerton Northallerton 
PetAug9 Ord Aug 9 

Matuinson, Bex, jun, Harrogate, Yorks, Fancy Draper 
York Pet Augil Ord Aug ll 

Maxrorp, Ricuarp, Burgedin, Llanymynech, Farmer 
Newtown Pet June 20 Ord Aug 12 

Mitrorp, Cuazies, Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne, Tobac- 
conist Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Aug9 Ord Ang? 

Nicuowis, Gzorcz Rozert, Clarendon rd, Notting hill, 
Butcher HighCourt Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Nopper, May Gertevupe, Sheffield, Auctioneer Sheffield 
Pet July5 Ord Aug 12 : 

Normantox, AINLEY, kisland, nr Halifax, Stone Mer- 
chant ifax Pet Julyi1l Ord ang hh 

Owex, WiLi14m SuErrenson, Birnam rd, Tollington Park, 
Commission Agent High Court Pet June 27 Ord 
Aug 12 

Paice, Henry Joux, Tilehurst, Reading, Engineer’s 
Draughtaman Reading Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Parsons, Epwix,{Ipswich, Potato Merchant Ipswich Pet 
Augl0 Ord Aug 10 

Parsons, Witi1am, Halesowen, Worcester, Fruiterer 
Stourbridge Pet Augi10 Ord Aug 10 

Ravtpus, Freperick Tuomas, York, Printer York Pet 
Aug8 Ord Aug8 : 

Rartcuirr, Atzszet Epuunp, Leamington Warwick Pet 
Aug5 Ord Aug 10 





’ 

THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 

Rees, Sauven, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet Aug 9 Oni 
Aug 9 

Snor, iene, Brierfield, Lancs, Grocer Burnley Pet 
Aug 11 Aug 11 

Rozserts, Davip Donatp, Newmarket, Flint, General 
Draper Chester Pet July10 Ord Aug 11 

Spacn, Gaston, In, Stock Dealer High Court 
Pet June 29 Ord Aug 12 

Stace, Joux, Hammersmith, Coach Builder High Court 
Pet July 27 Ord Aug 11 

Tzarr, Jonn Westey, Dewsbury, Postmaster Dewsbury 
Pet July 13 Ord Aug 10 

Waker, THomas Anruur, Leicester, Stonemason Leicester 
Pet July 3 Ord Aug re 

Wansvrtoy, Henry ton, General Wire Worker Bolton 
Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Wooprorp, Toomas Hatu, Mere, Wilts, Relieving Officer 
Salisbury Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 12 

Woopuovusg, Ciara Katuerine, Scarsdale villas, Kensing- 

w ton a a Se —- 15 ote High High 

YVILL, DERICK Hengy, Compton ter, ury 

Court Pet May4 Ord Aug 10 

Youne, Gzorcr, Branksome, Dorset, General Merchant’s 
Agent Poole Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 10 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Dunn, G. R., York, Bottler York Adjud Aug 29, 1900 
Annul Aug 8, 1905 





Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 652s., 
post-free, SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 288. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lame. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; hal 
law calf, 5s. 6d. , 





R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

—Fostiodges on eqpllastion, pusaminy'& te 1a ak on 

—Parti on application, y or by at 93, 
Chancery Lane, Ww. : 


GOLIOrTOR (22; June Final 3rd Honours), 
KJ served articles with firm in country having extensive 
eneral practice, including public appointments, Seeks 
gagement ; £120.— C. R. Samvuer, Stratford 
House, Wrexham. 


ARTNERSHIP Offered in old-established 

City concern; capital about £8,000; genuine; good 

profits; every investigation. — Box 870, “ Solicitors’ 
Journal’’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 











{STATE AGENCY PUPIL. — Factor, 
managing large Scotch estates in one of the most 
desirable parts of the country, has Vacancy for an Out 
il.—Particulars as to premium required, &c., may be 
had on applying to Factor, care of Keith & Co., Adver- 
tising Agents, Kdinburgh. 
To SOLICITORS and Others. — Offers 
Wanted for 23 Volumes (unbound) of the “‘ Solicitors’ 


Journal” (1880-1903), good condition and clean.—H., 192, 
Stapleton Hall-road, N. 








MUTUAL LOAN FUND ASSOCIATION, 


LIMITED. 
For the CONVENIENCE of their CITY CLIENTS the 





Directors have opened a BRANCH at 23, BUCKLERS- 
BURY, MANSION HOUBE. 


—— 


LADY DETECTIVE, educated, expe: enced, 
Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Dj 
Commercial, &c.; strictintegrity ; moderate fees ; male ead 
female assistants.—Miss Easton, 241, Shaftesbury-avenne, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-street. 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prom 
wie cent. will be taken off the cllowee 





8 per sheet, 
eee ove 3 per 20 folios, 
ooo eco 2 per folio. 
- ove 0 per sheet, 
2 per foli 


oon eee 


Full Copies ee, aa 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E,¢, 


DVOWSON.—Country ; pretty house and 
garden, with stable, &c., pleasantly situated neg 
the church ; population 260; healthy climate; commuted 
tithe £410, value 1905, £285; glebe 17 acres; net pi 
me weap wad and house ; oye a 48; also 
our acres meadow (private property) adjoining; 2% miles 
from market town and station; for Sale by | 
widow of former incumbent.—Apply F. G. Lina, Solicitor, 
Framlingham, Suffolk. 








Te SOLICITORS or Principals.— Wanted, 

the Loan of £1,500 for 10 years ut 7 per cent., to 
extend an old-established business ; insurance companies or 
money-lenders need not apply.— Address W. H., “* Solicitors’ 
Journal ”’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


£30, 000 ‘abe Het cut, 2, Mores 


ORTGAGE DeparTMENT, Lumleys (Limited), &. 
James’s House, 22, St. James’s-street, 5.W, 


FRREGUIRED on Mortgage, £19,000, on 
well situated London property, producing over 
£1,900 Ee annum net; solicitor can act for borrower— 
Apply xy & Rowpkn, 39, Maddox-street W. 











£300 First Mortgage Debentures in 

Water and Gas Company incorporated by 

special Acts of Parliament, to be Sold to close estate, to 

pay nearly 43 per cent., with three months’ accrued interest, 

ar TrRusTeE, care of J. W. Vickers, 5, Nicholas 
e, . 


bee SOLICITORS, Trustees, &c.—Mort- 

gages. —Wanted, £2,400, at 4} per cent., in sums, as 
first mortgages, on security of first-class Freeholds, well 
let, good seaside resort.—. , P. I, A., at Horncastle’s, 
61, Cheapside, London. 


I OANS ADVANCED, at moderate interest, 
4 on Freeholdsand long Leastholds.—Apply, Manaczs, 
Star Life Assurance Society, 82, Moorgate-street. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstasiisHep 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply t0 


J. HARCOURT SMITH, 
The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCUUNTANT, 
61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
Securities Wanted. 




















PROBATE VALUATIONS 
- SPINK &S0N4 


re 
1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, 


The Members of the LEGAL, PROFESSION 


are respectfully requested to kindly Recom- 
mend our Firm to Executors and sthers 


requiring Valuations. 


LONDON, W. 
ESTABLISHED 1772. 


4___ 
U 
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